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Abstract

In this paper we give an ordinal analysis of a set theory with II;-
Collection.

1 Introduction

In this paper we give an ordinal analysis of a Kripke-Platek set theory with the
axiom of Infinity and one of II;-Collection, denoted by KPw + II;-Collection.
¥1-DC+BI [£1-AC+BI] denotes a second order arithmetic obtained from ACAg+
BI by adding the axiom of ¥3-Dependent Choice [Yi-Axiom of Choice], resp.
It is easy to see that X1-DC+BI is interpreted canonically to the set theory
KPw + II;-Collection + (V' = L) with the axiom V = L of constructibility. It
is well known that $1—DCp implies ¥3—AC, which yields A}-CA, a fortiori
I13-CA, cf. Lemma VIL6.6 of [I1]. Moreover it is known that %1—DC + BI
is I1}-conservative over ¥}—AC + BI, and II}-conservative over A}—CA + BI,
cf. Exercise VII.5.13 and Theorem VII.6.16 of [11].

Let o be a recursively regular ordinal. An ordinal a < o is stabld] in
L, if L, <x, Lo for the constructible universe L = (J, Lo. We see that
(L1, €) = KPw + II;-Collection if Ly enjoys the Ag(St)-collection, where St
denotes the predicate for the class {o < 1: L, <5, L1} of stable ordinals in Lj.

The projectum p* of ordinals p is the least ordinal « < p such that there is
no injection from p into «, which is ¥-definable on L,. An ordinal p > 0 is said
to be nonprojectible if p* = p. For admissible ordinals p, p is nonprojectible iff
L, is a model of the Kripke-Platek set theory KPw + Y;-Separation with the
axiom of ¥;-Separation. For a recursively regular ordinal p, p is non-projectible
iff p is a limit of stable ordinals in L, cf. [3[7].

We introduce an extension Sy of KPw in the language {€, St}, which codifies
Y (St)-reflection on stable ordinals. We aim to give an ordinal analysis of the
theory Si.

11t is said to be o-stable in [3}[7].
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W. Buchholz [5] analyzed proof-theoretically a set theory KPi for recursively
inaccessible universes through operator controlled derivations. M. Rathjen [10]
gives an ordinal analysis of parameter free I13-Comprehension Axiom. On the
other side an ordinal analysis for a set theory KP£" 4+ (M <y, V) with a single
stable ordinal is given in [2]. To obtain an upper bound of the proof-theoretic
ordinal of Sy, we follow [5] as follows. An inference rule for 3(St)-reflection
on stable ordinals is first eliminated from derivations in terms of a collapsing
function o — 1(a) < I. This results in derivations with stable ordinals< ¢r(a).
Then inference rules for stability are replaced by ones for reflections, and the
latter are eliminated as in [2].

Thus our proof is similar to ones in [5] for KPi. It seems to us that KPw +
I1;-Collection is an analogue to KPi in the next level, or £1-DC+BI is an ana-
logue to ¥3-DC+BI, which is equivalent to KPi proof-theoretically. However
there are significant differences between recursive regularity and stability of or-
dinals. In the former, a limit of recursively regular ordinals need not to be
recursively regular, but every limit of stable ordinals is stable. Moreover there
is a Ag-formula ad(x) such that an ordinal o > 0 is recursively regular iff
ad(c) holds, though there is a IT;-formula st such that o > 0 is stable in Ly iff
Ly |= st(a) for o < I and recursively regular ordinals I.

In the following theorems, €2 denotes the least recursively regular ordinal
WK and g a collapsing function such that 1q(a) < Q. I is an ordinal term
denoting an ordinal such that L; = KPw + IT;-Collection 4+ (V' = L).

First we show the following Theorem [T.1]

Theorem 1.1 Suppose KPw + II;-Collection + (V = L) - 6 for a ¥1-sentence
0 on Lqo. Then Ly, ) = 0 holds.

It is not hard to see that the ordinal 1q(e141) is computable. Let < denote
a computable well-ordering of type ¥q(er+1) on the set of natural numbers.
Conversely we show that %1-DC+BI or equivalently $3-AC+BI proves that
each initial segment of 1q(er41) is well-founded.

Theorem 1.2 X1-DC+BIF Wola] for each a < ¥ (e141).

For T D ACAy, |T| denotes the proof-theoretic ordinal of T, i.e., the supre-
mum of order types of computable well-orderings < on the set of natural num-
bers for which T proves the fact that < is a well-ordering. Also let |KPw +
IT;-Collection|ge denote the Y$-ordinal of KPw + II;-Collection, i.e., the or-
dinal min{or < w{* : V0 € ¥y (KPw + IT;-Collection - 652 = L, = 60)}. We
conclude the following theorem, where ¥ (e141) denotes the order type of the
initial segment OT'(I) N Q of a notation system OT(I) of ordinals.

Theorem 1.3
|A3-CA+BI]| |23-AC+BI| = |£3-DC+BI| = |KPw + IT;-Collection|se

Yo (er41)-



Let us mention the contents of this paper. In the next section 2] a second
order arithmetic 33-DC+BI is interpreted to a set theory KPw+1I1;-Collection+
(V = L), which is in turn shown to be a subtheory of a set theory Sy. In section
ordinals for our analysis of II;-Collection are introduced, and a computable
notation system OT'(I) is extracted. In section [ operator controlled derivations
are introduced. In section [] stable ordinals are eliminated from derivations.
Theorem is proved in the final sections [6l and [l Here one maximal distin-
guished set is needed for each stable ordinal, where a maximal distinguished set
is Y1-definable as in [I]. Xi-(Dependent) Choice is needed to handle limits of
stable ordinals.

IH denotes the Induction Hypothesis, MIH the Main IH, STH the Subsidiary
IH, and SSIH the Sub-Subsidiary IH.

2 II;-Collection

In this section a second order arithmetic X}-DC+BI is interpreted canonically
to a set theory KPw + II;-Collection + (V = L), which is in turn shown to be a
subtheory of a set theory Sy.

For subsystems of second order arithmetic, we follow largely Simpson’s
monograph [II]. The subsystem II}-CAq for II}-Comprehension axiom with
restricted induction is the strongest one in the big five, and the schema Bar In-
duction, BI is denoted by TI in [11]. BI allows the transfinite induction schema
for well-founded relations.

$1-AC+BI denotes a second order arithmetic obtained from II{-CAg + BI
by adding the axiom X1-AC, VniXF(n,X) — IYVnF(n,Y,) for each IIi-
formula F(n, X). X3-DC+BI denotes a second order arithmetic obtained from
I1}-CAq + BI by adding the axiom X1-DC for each IIi-formula F(n, X,Y),
VnVX3YF(n,X,Y) — VXo3¥YVn[Yy = Xo A F(n,Y,,Yo41)] with m € Y,, &
(n,m) € Y for a bijective pairing function (-,-). It is easy to see that the
formulas F' can be ¥} in the axioms.

The axioms of the set theory KPw+1II;-Collection+ (V' = L) consists of those
of KPw (Kripke-Platek set theory with the Axiom of Infinity, cf. [3lQ]) plus the
axiom of Constructibility V' = L, and II1-Collection: for each II;-formula A(z, y)
in the language of set theory, Va € a3yA(x,y) — IVx € aTy € bA(x, y).

¥;-Separation denotes the axiom JyVz(x € y <> = € a A ¢(x)) for each
¥ -formula ¢(x). Ag-Separation denotes the axiom Vz € a(p(x) < —p(z)) —
yVa(z € y <> = € a A p(x)) for each Yo-formulas p(x) and ().

Yo-Replacement denotes the axiom stating that if Vo € a3lyp(z,y), then
there exists a function f with its domain dom(f) = a such that Vz € ap(z, f(z))
for each Yo-formula ¢ (z,y).

Lemma 2.1 KPw+II;-Collection proves each of ¥:1-Separation, As-Separation
and Ys-Replacement.

Proof. We show that {x € a : p(x)} exists as a set for a Xqi-formula ¢ =
Fyb(x,y) with a Ag matrix §. We have by logic Va € a3y(320(x, 2z) — 0(x,y)).



By II;-Collection pick a set b so that Vo € a3y € b(p(x) — 0(z,y)). In other
words, {z €a:¢(x)} ={x €a:Iyecbl(z,y)}.

Ag-Separation follows from X;-Separation as in [3], p.17, Theorem 4.5(A
Separation), and Yo-Replacement follows from As-Separation as in [3], p.17,
Theorem 4.6(X Replacement). m|

For an ordinal «, L, denotes the initial segment of Godel’s constructible
universe L = |J,, Lo. ad(x) designates that  is an admissible set. <, denotes
a canonical Ay well ordering of L, cf. p.162 of [3].

For a formula A in the language of second order arithmetic let A%¢* denote
the formula obtained from A by interpreting the first order variable z as z € w
and the second order variable X as X C w.

The following is the Quantifier Theorem in p.125 of [9], in which KPI" is
defined as a set theory for limits of admissible sets with restricted induction.

Lemma 2.2 For each E%f-formula F(n,a,Y) without set parameters except Y,
there exists a X1-formula As(n,a,Y’) in the language of set theory so that for
Fs(n,a,Y) & 3dad(d) NY € dA AL (n,a,Y)],

KPI"Fn,a€wAY Cw— {F*(n,a,Y) < Fx(n,a,Y)}.
Lemma 2.3 For each sentence A in the language of second order arithmetic,
¥3—DC + BI F A = KPw + II;-Collection 4 (V = L) F A%,

Proof. By the Quantifier Theorem Fset(n, X)Y) is equivalent to a II;-
formula p(n, X,Y) for a Ii-formula F(n,X,Y), n € w and X C w. It suf-
fices to show for a II;-formula p(n, X,Y) that assuming Vn € w¥VX C w3Y C
we(n, X,Y) and Xy C w, there exists a function f with its domain dom(f) = w
such that Vn € w[f(0) = XoA¢(n, f(n), f(n+1))]. By induction on k € w using
V = L we see that there exists a unique family (Y;,)n<k of subsets of w such
that Vn < klp(n, Yn,Yai1) &VZ <1 Yai1—9(n, Yy, Z)]. By Xa-Replacement
pick a function g with dom(g) = w and rng(g) C <“P(w) so that for any k € w
g(k) is the unique sequence (Y, )n<x € *P(w) with Yy = Xo. Then the function
f(n)=(g(n+1))(n) is a desired one. O

Next we show that KPw + IT;-Collection + (V = L) is contained in a set theory
S1. The language of the theory Sy is {€, St, Q} with a unary predicate constant
St and an individual constant 2. Ag(St) denotes the set of bounded formulas
in the language {€, St, Q}, in which atomic formulas St(t) may occur. Similarly
Y1 (St) the set of ¥;-formulas in the expanded language. St(«) is intended to
denote the fact that « is a stable ordinal, and €2 is intended to denote the least
recursively regular ordinal w{'®. The axioms of Sy are obtained from those A of
KPw by adding the following axioms. Let ON denote the class of all ordinals.
For ordinals «, a' denotes the least stable ordinal above .. A successor stable

2In the axiom schemata Ag-Separation and Ag-Collection, Ag-formulas remain to mean a
Ap-formula in which St does not occur, while the axiom of foundation may be applied to a
formula in which St may occur.



ordinal is an ordinal of for an «. Note that the least stable ordinal 0T is a
successor stable ordinal.

1. The axiom V = L of constructibility, and the axioms for recursively reg-
ularity of Q: Q € ON, w < Q and the Ag-collection schema on 2.

2. Ag(St)-collection:
Vo € adyb(z,y) — Ve € ady € bl(z,y)

for each Ag(St)-formula 6 in which the predicate St may occurs.
Note that ¥ (St)-collection follows from this.

3. L={Ls: St(o)}, ie.,

Vo € ON3Jo (a < o A St(o)) (1)

Let af > o denote the least stable ordinal above an ordinal «.

4. For a successor stable ordinal o < I, L, <x, L:
SSt(o) Ap(u) Au € Ly — @l (u) (2)

for each ¥;-formula ¢ in the language of set theory, i.e., the constant St
does not occur in ¢.

Lemma 2.4 Sy is an extension of KPw + ITI;-Collection 4+ (V' = L). Namely Sy
proves 11;-Collection.

Proof. Arguein Si. Let A(z,y) be a II;-formula in the language of set theory.
We obtain by the axioms (Il) and (2)

Az,y) & FB(SLBT) A,y € Ly A A1 (2,1)) (3)

Assume Vz € aJyA(z,y). Then we obtain Vo € a3y3B(St(BY) Az, y € Lgi A
Ast (z,9)) by @). Since St(BT) Ax,y € Lgi A Alst (z,y) is a ¥, (St)-formula,
pick a set ¢ such that Vo € aJy € 38 € ¢(St(BT) Az,y € Lgi A Alst (z,)) by
Ag(St)-Collection. Again by (B) we obtain Va € a3y € cA(z, y). O

3 Ordinals for II;-Collection

In this section up to subsection Bl we work in a set theory ZFC(St), where
St is a unary predicate symbol. € < I are strongly critical numbers, i.e.,
ordinals> 0 which are closed under the binary Veblen function paf = ¢, (5).
We assume that St is an unbounded class of uncountable cardinals below I
such that the least element Sy of St is larger than Q, Q < Syp = min St. The
predicate is identified with the class {o € ON : a € St}. af denotes the least
ordinal> « in the class St when o < I. af :=1if @« > I. Then Sy = QF. Let



SSt := {al : @« € ON} and LS = St \ SSt. For natural numbers k, af* is
defined recursively by af® = a and of**1) = (afF)f. For S € St, let S™f := T
if S =TT for a T € St. Otherwise S™T :=S.

a > 0 is a strongly critical number if Vb,£ < a(pp(§) < «). For ordinals
a, €(a) denotes the least epsilon number above «,. For ordinals «, 8, and =,
v = a — 3 designates that & = B8+ v. «a+3 denotes the sum « + 3 when
a+ f3 equals to the commutative (natural) sum a#/3, i.e., when either & = 0 or
o = ag + w* with wtt > 3.

U, v, W, T, Y, 2, ... range over sets in the universe, a,b,c, a, 5,7,9, ... range
over ordinals< ¢(I), and &, {, 7, . . . range over ordinals< 1(0), and 7, k, p, o, T, A, . . .
range over ordinals< I

Let S € SSt. A ‘Mahlo degree’ m(m) of ordinals 7 < S with higher reflections
is defined to be a finite function f : I — ¢5(0). Let A < 1T be a strongly critical
number. To denote ordinals< ¢ (0), it is convenient for us to introduce an
ordinal function 6, (&; A) < ¢1(0), € < oa(0) and b < A as in [2], which is a b-th
iterate of the exponential 6, (£; A) = A¢ with the base A.

Definition 3.1 Let A < T be a strongly critical number. ¢;(¢) denotes the
binary Veblen function on It = wr,; with ¢o(¢) = wé, and G (&; A) 1= @p(A-€).

Let b,& < Tt. 6,(€) [0y(€;A)] denotes a b-th iterate of ¢o(&) = w& [of
@o(&;A) = A%], resp. Specifically ordinals 6,(€),0,(&; A) < It are defined by
recursion on b as follows. 6y(&) = ~9~0(§;A) =& 0,0(8) = (&), O.0(&A) =

Db (57 A)7 and ecirwb (5) = Gc(ewb (5)) Gc{wa (67 A) = éc(ewb (gv A)7 A)

Let us define a normal form of non-zero ordinals & < @A (0). Let & = AS.
If ¢ < AS, then 6;(¢;A) is the normal form of &, denoted by & =np 01(C;A).
Assume ¢ = AS, and let b > 0 be the maximal ordinal such that there exists an
ordinal n with ¢ = @,(n; A) > 7. Then & = @ (n; A) =nF Oun (n; A).

Let £ = ASmay, + - - -+ ASag, where (,, > --+ > (o and 0 < ag, . .., am < A.
Let Afi =NF ébi (n;; A) with b; = w for each i. Then £ =np ébm (M A) - am +
“+ =+ 0p, (05 A) - ao.

Definition 3.2 Let £ < pA(0) be a non-zero ordinal with its normal form:

E= 00,(&iN) - ai =nF O, (EmiA) - am + -+ 05 (C0:A) a0 (4)

i<m

where 0y, (£ A) > &, Oy, (EmsA) > -+ > Oy, (€0iA), bi = w® < A, and 0 <
ag, - am < A. Oy, (&o; A) is said to be the tail of £, denoted 0y, (§o; A) = ti(§),

and 0y, (£m; A) the head of €, denoted 0y, (£,; A) = hd(£).
Let SCA(€) = U<, ({@, bi} U SCA(&)).

1. ¢ is a part of £ iff there exists an n (0 < n < m + 1) such that ( =nxr
D isn O (Gis A) - a; = 0y, (Emi A) - am + -+ + 0p, (a3 A) - ap, for € in ().

2. Let ( =nF Oy(&; A) with 6,(&;A) > € and b = w™, and ¢ be ordinals. An
ordinal 6_.(¢) is defined recursively as follows. If b > ¢, then 6_.(¢) =



Op—c(&;A). Let ¢ > b. If € > 0, then 0_.(C) = 0_(c_p)(0s,, (Em; A)) for the
head term hd(€) = 6y, (Em; A) of € in @). If € = 0, then let O_.(¢) = 0.

3. Let & < ¢1(0) be such that SCi(£) C A for a strongly critical number A < I.
Then £[A/T] denotes an ordinal< ¢, (0) obtained from £ by changing the
base I to A. This means that £[A : I] is obtained from & in () by replacing
Hbi (fi;ﬂ) s Qg by Hbi (fz[A : H];A) s Q.

Proposition 3.3 Let &,( < ¢1(0) be such that SC1(§) U SC1(¢) C A for a
strongly critical number A < 1. Then & < ¢ 4ff E[A: 1] < C[A: T].

Definition 3.4 Let A <1 be a strongly critical number.

1. A function f: A — ¢ (0) with a finite support supp(f) ={c < A : f(c) #
0} C A is said to be a finite function with base A if ¥i > O(a; = 1) and
ap =1 when by > 1 in f(c) =np O, (Em; A) - @ + -+ + O, (§0; A) - ag for
any c¢ € supp(f).

It is identified with the finite function f [supp(f). When ¢ & supp(f), let
fle):=0. f,g,h,... range over finite functions.

Let SCA(f) := U{{c} U SCA(f(c)) : ¢ € supp(f)}.
For an ordinal ¢, f. and f€ are restrictions of f to the domains supp(f.) =

{d € supp(f) : d < ¢} and supp(f°) = {d € supp(f) : d > c}. g.* f€
denotes the concatenated function such that supp(g. * f¢) = supp(g.) U

supp(f€), (ge * f€)(a) = g(a) for a < ¢, and (g. * f°)(a) = f(a) for a > c.

2. Let f : I — ¢1(0) be a finite function with base I and A < I a strongly
critical number such that SCi(f) C A. Then g = f[A:I] : A — ©a(0)
denotes a finite function with base A such that g(c) = (f(c¢))[A : I for
every ¢ € supp(g) = supp(f), where (f(c))[A : I] denotes the ordinal in
Definition

3. Let f be a finite function, ¢ < A and £ < ¢a(0). A relation f <§ & is
defined by induction on the cardinality of the finite set {d € supp(f) :
d > ¢} as follows. If f¢ = (), then f <§ & holds. For f¢ # 0, f <§ &
iff there exists a part p of £ such that f(c¢) < g and f <f\+d 0_q(tl(p))
for d = min{c+ d € supp(f) : d > 0}, where parts of ;1 < ©,(0), the
tail /(1) and 6_4(p) are defined from the function ,(&; A) with base A in
Definition

We see the following Proposition B as in [112].
Proposition 3.5 For a finite function f with base A, f <§ £ < (= f <§ C.
Definition 3.6 Let A C I be a set, and o < T a limit ordinal.

a € M(A) :& ANa is stationary in oo < every club subset of o meets A.



In the following Definition BT ¢afB = ¢, (5) denotes the binary Veblen
function on I*, and Sy := QF the least ordinal in the class St. For a < &(I),
c <L &< ¢r(0), and © Cyyy, I, define simultaneously classes Hq(X) C Iiq1,
Mha(€) C (I+1), and ordinals ¥/ (a) < & by recursion on ordinals a as follows.

Definition 3.7 Let H,[Y](X) := Ho(Y UX) for X, Y C T'i4q and a < (D).

1. (Inductive definition of H, (X))
(a
(b
(c
(d
(e
(f

{0,0, I} UX C Ho(X).

If 2,y € Ho(X), then x +y € Ho(X), and pry € Ho(X).

Let o = 1q(b) with b € Ho(X) Na. Then o € Hq(X).

Let o = 9p(b) with b € Ho(X) Na. Then o € Ho(X) N (LS UA{T}).
Let o € Ho(X) NI Then af € Ho(X) N SSt.

Let o = v/ (b), where b < a, and a finite function f : I — ¢(0) such
that {m,b} U SC1(f) C Ho(X) NHp().
Then o € Hq(X).

—_ — D T T

2. (Definitions of Mh%(§) and MRh(f))
The classes Mh%(&) are defined for ¢ < I, ordinals a < ¢(I) and £ < ¢1(0).
By main induction on ordinals 7 < I with subsidiary induction on ¢ < I
we define m € Mh%(€) iff {a,c,&} C Hq(m) and the following condition is
met for any finite functions f, g : I — ¢1(0) such that f <f ¢

SCi(f,9) C Ha(m) & m € Mh(ge) = m € M(Mhi(ge * f€))
where
MEe(f) = [(WMR§(f(d)): d € supp(f°)}
= [{MB3(f(d)): c < d € supp(f)}
3. (Definition of 9 (a))

Let a,7 ordinals with @ < 7 < I, and f : I — ¢1(0) a finite function.
Then 17 (a) denotes the least ordinal x < 7 such that

k€ MhG(f)&Ho(k) N C & {m, a} USCL(f) C Ha(k) (5)

if such a k exists. Otherwise set 1/ (a) = .

For the empty function (), 1 (a) := ¥2(a) with the set Mh?(() of un-
countable cardinals.

4. YPo(a) :=min({QU{8 < Q: H,(8) N C B}) and

Yi(a) == min({I} U{x € LS : Ho(k) NI C K}) (6)



5. For classes A C I, let a« € MZ(A) iff o € A and for any finite functions
g: I — ¢1(0)

a € Mhi(ge) & SCi(g:) C Hola) = a € M (Mhi(g.) N A) (7)

Proposition 3.8 Each of v € Ha(y), v € Mh2(f) and x = ] (a) is a A1(St)-
predicate in ZFC(St).

3.1 A small large cardinal hypothesis

It is convenient for us to assume the existence of a small large cardinal in
justification of Definition 3.7

Shrewd cardinals are introduced by M. Rathjen [10]. Let n > 0. A cardinal
K is n-shrewd iff for any P C Vi, and a formula ¢(z,y) if Viq, = ¢[P, £], then
there are 0 < ko, 7o < & such that Vi 4, = @[P N Vg, ko|]. We see easily that
each n-shrewd cardinal is regular. A cardinal & is said to be shrewd in V;, if K
is §-shrewd for every § < 7.

On the other side subtle cardinals are introduced by R. Jensen and K. Kunen,
cf. [6]. Tt is shown in Lemma 2.7 of [I0] that the set of shrewd cardinals in V,
is stationary in a subtle cardinal 7. From this fact we see that the set of shrewd
limits of shrewd cardinals in V. is also stationary in a subtle cardinal 7, where
for a shrewd cardinal k in V;, k is a shrewd limit iff x is a limit of shrewd
cardinals in V.

In this subsection we work in an extension 7" of ZFC by adding the axiom
stating that there exists a regular cardinal I such that the set St of shrewd
cardinals in V] is stationary in I. In this subsection €2 denotes the least un-
countable ordinal wy, and LS denotes the set of shrewd limits in V7. The class
LS is stationary in 1. A successor shrewd cardinal is a shrewd cardinal in V7,
not in LS.

Lemma 3.9 Va[yr(a) <TJ.

Proof. The set C' = {k < I: Hy(k) NI C Kk} is a club subset of the regular
cardinal I. This shows the existence of a x € LS N C, and hence ¢1(a) < I by
the definition (Gl). m|

Proposition 3.10 Let a € Hq(¢1(a)), b € Hp(¢1(D)), ¢ € He(pa(c)) and d €
Ha(vha(d)).

1. ’lﬁﬂ(a) < ’lﬁﬂ(b) iﬁa <b.
2. QfF < p(b) for every k < w.

8. Leta =1y(a) and0 < k < w. Then at® < 4y(b) iff < ¢y(b). ¥1(b) < atk
iff 1(d) < a.

4. al(c) < a(d) iff c < d.



Proof. and Let 8 = #1(b). By the definition (@) and Q €
Hp(B) NI C B we obtain < 8. Let a € {Q,¢1(a)}. If & < 3, then 5 € LS
yields of* < 3. ]

Lemma 3.11 Let S be a shrewd cardinal, a < €(I), h : T — ¢1(0) a finite
function with {a} U SCi(h) C Ho(S). Then S € Mhg(h) N M(Mhi(h)).

Proof. By induction on £ < ¢1(0) we show S € Mh2(€) for {a,c,&} C Ha(S).

Let {a,c, £} USCI(f) C Ha(S) with f <f € and a < ¢(I). We show S €
M(Mh2(f9)), which yields S € Mho(€). IH yields S € Mh2(f¢) by 6_.(¢) < C,
where 6_(¢) is defined from 6(c;1). By the definition (7) it suffices to show
that Vg[S € Mh{(ge) & SCi(ge) C Ha(S) = S € M (Mg (g) 1 MB2(f))].

Let g : T — ¢1(0) be a finite function such that SCi(g.) C Ha(S) and
S € Mhi(g.). We have to show S € M(AN B) for A = Mhi(g.) NS and
B = Mh2(f)NS. Let C be a club subset of S.

We have S € Mhg(g.) N Mhe(f¢), and {a} U SCi(ge, ) C Ha(S). Pick
a b < S so that {a} U SCi(gc, f¢) C Hqa(b). Since the cardinality of the set
Ho(S) is equal to S, pick a bijection F' : S — H,(S). Each a < I'yy; with
a € Hy(S) is identified with its code, denoted by F~!(a). Let P be the class
P = {(r.d,a) € S : 7 € Mhy(§)(F(€))}, where F(d) € Ha(S) N (c+1)
and F(a) < Tryp with {F(d), F(a)} C He(m). For fixed a and ¢, the set
{(d,{) € (Ha(S)N(c+1)) xT'ry1 : S € Mh4(¢)} is defined from the class P by
recursion on ordinals d < c.

Let ¢ be a formula such that Vg .+ = ¢[P,C,S,b] iff S € Mh&(g.)NMhe(f€)
and C' is a club subset of S. Since S is shrewd in V1, pick b < Sy < n < S such
that Vsy4n E @[P N Se, C NSy, Sp, b]. We obtain Sg € ANBNC.

Therefore S € Mh2(§) is shown for every {c,&€} C H,(S). This yields S €
Mhg(h) for SC1(h) C Ho(S). S € M(Mh§(h)) follows from the shrewdness of
S. O

Lemma 3.12 Let S be a shrewd cardinal, a an ordinal, and f : I — ¢1(0) a
finite function such that {a,S} U SCi(f) C Ha(S). Then 1 (a) <'S holds.

Proof. Suppose {a,S} U SCi(f) C Ha(S). By Lemma BII] we obtain S €
M(MR§(f)). The set C = {x < S: Ho(k) NS C &,{a,S} USCi(f) C Ha(k)}
is a club subset of the regular cardinal S, and Mhg(f) is stationary in S. This
shows the existence of a k € MAhZ(f) N C NS, and hence ¢Sf(a) < S by the
definition (). O

Proposition 3.13 Let « be either Q or a shrewd cardinal, and S = of. Assume
{a,S} USCi(f) C Hqo(S) for an ordinal a and a finite function f : 1 — ¢1(0).
Then o < ¢Sf(a), and wg(a) & St.

Proof. Let x = wg(a) <'S. We obtain a € H,(k) by af =S € Hu(k). a <k
is seen from o € H, (k) NS C & in the definition (&). O

The following Corollary is seen as in [2].
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Definition 3.14 For finite functions f, ¢ : I — ¢5(0), define Mhg(g) < Mhi(f)
iff vm e Mh§(f) (SCi(g) C Hao(n) = 71 € M(MhE(g))).

Corollary 3.15 Let f,g : 1 — ¢1(0) be finite functions and ¢ € supp(f). As-
sume that there exists an ordinal d < c such that (d,c) Nsupp(f) = (d,c) N
supp(g) =0, ga = fa, g(d) < f(d) + Oc—a(f(c);]) - w, and g <f f(c).

Then Mh%(g) < Mh&(f) holds. In particular if m € Mh§(f) and SCi(g) C
Hao(m), then ¥ (a) < 7.

Definition 3.16 Let A < I be a strongly critical number. An irreducibility
of finite functions f : A — A (0) with base A is defined by induction on the
cardinality n of the finite set supp(f). If n <1, f is defined to be irreducible.
Let n > 2 and ¢ < ¢+ d be the largest two elements in supp(f), and let g
be a finite function such that supp(g) = supp(fc) U {c}, g = fc and g(c) =
7() + Ba f(c + d); A). ]

Then f is irreducible iff tI(f(c)) > 04(f(c + d); A) and g is irreducible.

For an irreducible function f : I — ¢g(0) with base I, we see that f[A : 1] :
A — A (0) is an irreducible function with base A, where f[A : I] denotes the
function in Definition

Definition 3.17 Let f,g: A — pA(0) be irreducible finite functions with base
A, and b an ordinal. Let us define a relation f <% g¢ by induction on the
cardinality #{e € supp(f) Usupp(g) : e > b} as follows. f <% g holds iff
f° # g® and for the ordinal ¢ = min{c > b: f(c) # g(c)}, one of the following
conditions is met:

L. f(c) < g(c) and let p be the shortest part of g(c) such that f(c) < u.
Then for any ¢ < c+d € supp(f), if t1(p) < Oa(f(c+d); A), then f <54 g
holds.

2. f(¢) > g(c) and let v be the shortest part of f(c) such that v > g¢(c).
Then there exist a ¢ < ¢+ d € supp(g) such that f <¢*d g and tl(v) <

= lx
Ba(g(c+d); A).
In [I] the following Proposition BI8 is shown.
Proposition 3.18 Let f,g:1— ¢1(0). If f <9 g, then Mh&(f) < Mhi(g).

Proposition 3.19 Let f,g: 1 — 1(0) and A <1 be a strongly critical number
such that SCi(f)U SCi(g) C A. Then f <% g iff fIA: 1] <0 g[A : 1], where
fIA 1] is a finite function with base A in Definition [TJ2.

Proposition 3.20 Let f,g : I — ¢1(0) be irreducible functions, and assume
that YL (b) < 7 and ¢ (a) < k.
Then 1 (b) < ¥d(a) iff one of the following cases holds:

1. m <d(a).
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2. b < a, vL(b) < k, and SCL(f) U {m,b} C Ha(¥9(a)).
3. b>a, and SCi(g) U {r,a} ¢ Hy(1b{(b)).
4. b=a, k<, and & & Hy(1bL(b)).
5. b=a, =r, SCi(f) C Ha(¥4(a)), and f <2, g.
6. b=a, m=r, SCig) ¢ Hy(¥L(D)).
Proof. This is seen from Proposition B.I8 as in [2]. o

3.2 A computable notation system for II;-collection

Although Propositions [3.10] B.13] and suffice for us to define a computable
notation system for H.)(0), we need a notation system closed under Mostowski
collapsings to remove stable ordinals from derivations as in [2], cf. section @l A
new constructor I[-] is used to generate terms in OT(I).

Definition 3.21 {(p,0) : p < o} denotes the transitive closure of the relation
{(p,o) : 3f,alp=vl(a)}. Let p2 o= p<0oVp=o0.

Let S € SSt and p < S. We define a set M, = Hy(p) from p in () in such
a way that Hy(p) NS C p. Then a Mostowski collapsing M, > o — a[p/S] in
Definition maps ordinal terms a € M, to a[p/S] < S isomorphically. The
transitive collapse (M,)P/Sl = {a[p/S] : @ € M,} is an initial segment in OT'(I)
such that (MP)WS] < Kk if p < kK < S. Note that both p and x are uncountable
cardinals, and the cardinality of the set M, is equal to p.

Let us define simultaneously the followings: a set OT(I) of terms over
constants 0,Q,1 and constructors +, ¢, and -f, its subsets SSt, LS with
St = SStU LS, and sets M, (p € V), finite sets Kx(c) of ordinals for o € St
and X C OT'(I).

k € St is intended to designate that x is a shrewd cardinal, or & is a stable
ordinal. k¥ € SSt [k € LS] is intended to designate that x is a successor stable
ordinal [« is a limit of stable ordinals], resp.

For a = ¢/(a), let m(a) = f. SCi(f) = U{{c} U SCi(f(c)) : c € supp(f)}.

Immediate subterms of terms are defined as follows. k(am + -+ + ap) =
{00, ..., am}, k(pap) = {a, B}, and k(y](a)) = {o,a} U SCi(f).
a =NF Qp + -+ 4+ ap means that @« = ay, + -+ @g and o, > - > g

and each «; is a non-zero additive principal number. o =xF @87 means that

a = pPyand B,7 < a.
Note that in the following Definition B.23] e.g., there is no clause for con-
structing x = ¥s(a) from a for S € LS.

Definition 3.22 a € ¥ :& Ik, f,a(a = ¥/ (a)).
1. Let a < S for an S € SSt and b = po(«). Then let

Ma = Hb(a) (8)
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2.

For a € ¥ an ordinal po(«) is defined. L(S) is defined in Definition

(a) Let a < 9d(b) for an S € SSt. Then po(a) = b.

(b) There exists an S € SSt and a7 € L(S) such that o < 7% fora k > 0.
Let p < S be such that either p = 7 or 7 <% x € {I[p]} U {p"™ : m >
0}. Then o = B[p/S] for a § € M,. Let po(a) = po(f).

(¢) po(a) = 0 otherwise.

Definition 3.23 (Definitions of OT'(I) and Kx(«))
Let St = SStU LSt ¢ OT(I). For §,a € OT(I), Ks(a) = Kx (), where
X={peO0T(): B <d}.

1.

{0,Q,1} ¢ OT(I) and {QF* : 0 < k < w} C SSt. Let QF := Qfl and
(QF)F = QFEFD m(a) = Kx(a) =0 for a € {0,Q, T} U{QF: 0 < k <
w}.

If @« =np am + -+ ap(m > 0) with {o; : i« < m} C OT(I), then
a € 0T (I), and m(a) = 0.

Let o =nF @By with {8,7} € OT(I). Then o € OT(I) and m(a) = 0.
Kx(a) = Kx(k(a))-

Let a = ¢q(a) with a € OT(I) and K4(a) < a. Then o € OT(I).

Let m(a) =0. Kx(a)=0ifae X. Kx(o) ={a}UKx(a)if a & X.
Let o = ¢i(a) with ¢ € OT(I), and K,(a) < a. Then o € LS and
{a" 1 0 < n < w} C SSt. Let (af™)t := ol for n > 0 with
af® == a. For n > 0, m(a!™) = 0. Also for n > 0, Kx(ai®) = 0
if o € X. Kx(a™) = Kx(a) if ™ ¢ X. Kx(a) = 0 if a € X.
Kx(a) ={a}UKx(a) if a & X.

Let S € §St and o = ¢ (a), where {a,S} C OT(I), and if f # 0, then

there are {d,£} € OT(I) such that supp(f) = {d}, 0 < f(d) = £ < I2,
d<I If K,({a} USCiy(f)) <afor SCi,(f) ={d, &},

Ko(k(T)) U {b} <a (9)
if T =9(b) with k(T) = {o,b} U SCy, (g9), and
SCi(f) € Ha(SCu(a)) (10)

then a € OT(I), where a = po(«), and SCy(a) denotes the set of strongly
critical subterms< I of a. Namely SCi(I) = 0, SCi(a) = {a} when a < Iis
a strongly critical number, SCi(¢q(8)) = SCi(a) U SCi(B) and SCr(ag +
R an,l) = Ui<n SO]I(CLZ)

Let m(a) = f. Kx(a)=0ifa e X. Kx(a) ={a}UKx({a,S}USC1(f))
ifad X.
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6. Let {m,a,d} C OT(I) with m# < S € SSt, m(n) = f, d < ¢ € supp(f), and
(d,c) Nsupp(f) = 0.
When g # ), let g be an irreducible finite function such that SCi(g) C
OT(1), ga = fa, (d,¢) Nsupp(g) = 0, g(d) < f(d) + Oc—a(f(c);T) - w, and
g9 <t f(c).
Then oo = ¢4 (a) € OT(I) if K, (k(a)) < a, and

5Ci(g) U {po(a)} C Mq (11)
Let m(a) =g. Kx(a)=0ifae X. Kx(a)={a}UKx(k(a)) if o & X.
7. Let o = B[p/S] with g € M, p < S, and S € SSt. Then o € OT(I).

Sets H(X) are defined for {y} U X C OT'(I) in such a way that OT(I) =
He,, (0). In particular H,(X) is closed under Mostowski collapsing o — a[p/S]
if v > I, and differ from sets defined in Definition 3.7

We define sets terms a[p/S], sets Kx (a[p/S]) and a relation 8 < v on OT'(I)
recursively as follows.

Definition 3.24 (Definitions of a[p/S] and Kx(«[p/S]))
Let S € SSt and p <'S. We define a term «afp/S] € OT(I) for o € M,,.
Also Kx(a[p/S)]) is defined recursively as follows. The map commutes with
¥, T, @ 1), and +. Kx(alp/S]) =0 if alp/S] € X.
1. afp/S] := a when a < S.
In what follows assume « > S, «[p/S] > o and «[p/S] &

| >
2. (8)lp/S) := p. (SHlp/S] := o' and (D]p/S] = I[p].

Kx(ap/S]) = Kx(p) if a[p/S] € {I[p}, p'}.
3. Let a = ${(a). Then alp/S] = 47/c)(alp/S]), where (f[o/S]) : Alp/S]

S
©ap/s)(0), supp(f[p/S]) = (supp(f))[p/S] = {clp/S] : ¢ € supp(f)} and
(flo/SD(clp/S]) = (f(c)]p/S] for f: A — ¢a(0) and ¢ € supp(f).

4. Let o = 71. Then a[p/S] = (7[p/S])T, where S < 7T, and 71 € M, iff
T € M. Kx(alp/S]) = Kx(7[p/S]).

5. Let o = I[7] # 1. Then «a[p/S] = I[7[p/S]], where I[7] € M, iff T € M,.
Kx(alp/S]) = Kx(7[p/S)).

6. Let av = pBv. Then a[p/S] = ¢(B[p/S])(v[p/S))-
Kx(alp/S]) = Kx(Blp/S],v[p/S])-

7. For a = ap + -+ ag(m > 0), alp/S] = (am[p/S]) + -+ + (aolp/S)).
Kx(alp/S]) = U{Kx(ai[p/S])) : i < m}.

o/
lo/
)
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A relation a < g for o, € OT(I) is defined according to Lemmas B.9)

and B.12, Propositions B0 B.13] and 20, and Corollary B.I5] provided that
a € H~(X) is replaced by Kx(a) < . The relation enjoys ¥/ (a) < k according

to Lemma B2 and Corollary BI5l Moreover we obtain S < 149 (bg) < ST and
LS 3 70 = (o) < ¥"(do) < 7§ < I by Proposition BI3 and Lemma
To
Hence if S < t1(co), then S < 9% (bo) < ST < 10 = ¢(co) < 9" (do) < 7 < L.
To
The Mostowski collapsing -[p/S] maps this isomorphically to p < wZT (b) < pf <
T = Yy (c) < 77117’_‘T (d) < 71 < 1[p], where b = by[p/S], etc.

Definition 3.25 For terms 7,k € OT(I), a relation 7 < & is defined recur-
sively as follows.

1. If 7 < K, then each of 7 <% &k, 7™ < k and I[r] < k holds when
7tk 1] € OT(D).

2. 7 <Bp B = 1 <R,

Let m <Pk onx < rxvr=x.
For S € SSt, let L(S) := {a € OT(I) : a <% S}.

For each strongly critical number Q < « ¢ {I} U LS U SSt, there exists a
unique S € SSt such that o <% S. If 8 <F T and a@ <% S with T < S, then
B < a. In other words, L(T) < L(S) for layers L(S).

Definition 3.26 Let 8,a € OT(I) N1 be strongly critical numbers. 8 < « iff
one of the following cases holds:

1. B=9Y(b), a = ¢Yu(a), 7=k € {QT}U{oc € OT(I) : Ip(c =1[p])} and
b < a.

. ﬂ:QandQ;ﬁa;ﬁd)g(a).
.S < T iff (S, n) <pp (T, m) for S, T € {Q}ULS and n,m < w.

[\]

3
4. (a) Thereis a S € SSt such that a <® 'S > g = ¢r(b).
(b) There is a T € SSt such that 3 <% T < a.

5. There are T, S € SSt such that 8 <% T and o <% S with T < S.

6. There is a S € SSt such that 3, <% S and one of the following holds:

(a) B = vi(b), a = ¥I(a), and there is a pi <% S such that x,7 < pf
and one of the following holds: let A be the base of finite functions
fr9-

L <a.
ii. b<a, B <k, and Ko(SCA(f)U{m,b}) <a
iii. b>aand b < Kg(SCa(g) U{k,a}).
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iv. b=a, k <7, and b < Kg(k).
v.b=a,m =k, Ko(SCA(f)) < a, and f < g.
vi. b=a, m =k, and b < Kg(SCa(9)).
(b) There are I[p] <" S and ¢,d such that 8 <% (¢, (d)™", o <7
(V) (¢))I™ with n,m > 0 and Yrpp)(d) < 2brpp(c).
(c) There are p™, I[p] such that p <FS, g <F ptk and a <F I[p).

(d) There are p™* <% S and 0,7 < p* such that 7 < o, (1,0) # (8,),
a=ocVa=Rlova=zfen and 3=7Vva3 <RI vpE <k rim
for some n,m > 0.

Lemma 3.27 (OT (), <) is a computable linear order. Specifically each of o <
B and o = B is decidable for o, € OT(I), and o € OT(I) is decidable for
terms o over symbols {0,,1, 4+, p, 9, T}.

In particular the order type of the initial segment {a € OT(I) : v < Q1} s
less than w{'K if it is well-founded.

In what follows by ordinals we mean ordinal terms in OT'(I). fa denotes the
length of ordinal terms «, which means the number of occurrences of symbols
in a.

Proposition 3.28 SCi(m(p)) C M,.

Proof. If p = wg(a) with an S € SSt, then we obtain f = m(p), a = po(p),
SCi(f) C Ha(e) = M, by Definition 3235l Otherwise SCi(m(p)) C M, follows
from () in Definition O

Proposition 3.29 There is no ¥/ (a) € OT(I) such that p < l(a) < pl <o
nor p < ¥f(a) <Ifp] <o

Proof. This is seen from Definition [3.20l O

Lemma 3.30 For p < S and S € SSt, {a[p/S] : « € M,} is a transitive
collapse of M, in the following sense. Let {c, 8,7} C M,.

. B<a<s Bp/S] < alp/s].

- B =R as Blp/s] < ap/s].

- S <= (Ky(B) <ae Ky,sBlp/S]) < alp/S]).
- (Mp)[p/S] = Mpgp/s)-

- OT(I) Nalp/S] =A{~[p/S]: v € My Na}.

~

v N L
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Proof. We show Lemmas B30M simultaneously by induction on the
sum 2 + 28 of lengths for o, § € M,.

We see easily that S > I'(I[p]) > a[p/S] > p when o > S. Also afp/S] < .
and are seen by IH.
Let k(¢d(a)) = SCi(g9) U {k,a}. Let S < B = I(b) < ¥I(a) =
with k(8,a) C M,. From IH with Definition we see that S[p/S]

W (blo/S]) < w23 (alp/S]) = alp/S]. Other cases are seen by IH.

Suppose K, (3) < a for S < 7. Then K, ,/5(8[p/S]) < a[p/S] is seen
from IH and Lemma using the fact y[p/S] > p.

(07

Let 8 € OT(I) Nafp/S] for a € M,. We show by induction on ¢§ that
there exists a v € M, such that 5§ = v[p/S]. If 5 < p, then B[p/S] = B Also
p = S[p/S] and I[p] = (I)[p/S]. Let I'yp+1 > afp/S] > B > p. We can assume
I[p] > 8 > p by TH.

If 3 = I[r], then I[r] > 7. Pick a kK € M, such that k[p/S] = 7. Then
8 = () [o/S.

If 3 =7 for k >0, then 7% > 7. Pick a k € M, such that x[p/S] = 7.
Then § = (5™)[/S].

Finally let 8 = 4{(b) with k(8) C Hy(8), b < I'yjp41 and f : A — @4 (0)
for 7 < of. We have B < of, p < B < I[p], and p < S. By Definition B.26] we
obtain o # S. Suppose f < S < of. Then a < p by Definition Hence
we can assume of < S. Then we obtain p < of < I[p]. Hence o <% I[p] or
o <P ptk. By IH with 7 < of there are {c,k,A\} C M, and g : A\ — ¢, (0)
such that c[p/S] = b, k[p/S] = w, Ap/S] = o, SCi(g) C M,, glp/S] = f in
the sense that (supp(g))[p/S] = supp(f) and (9(d))[p/S] = f(d[p/S]) for every
d € supp(g). Let v = ¢Z(c) € M,. Then v[p/S] = ¢1(b) = 8 and k(y) C He().

Other cases are seen by IH. O

Lemma 3.31 1. Let a = Yq(a) with a € He(a). Then Hq(a) NQ C a.
2. Let o = ¢Yn(a) with a € Ho(a). Then Ho(a) NI C a.

3. LetS € SSt, and a = i (a) < k with k =S and {k,a} USCI(f) C Ha ().
Then Hq(a) Nk C a.

Proof. We see 8 € Ho(a) NQ = 8 < a = ¢¥qg(a) by induction on the lengths
{8 of B. Lemmas [3.3112] and [3.31I[3] are seen similarly using the fact p < @ =

I[p] < a for a € {¢1(a), ¥f(a)}. O

Proposition 3.32 LetS € SSt, and p = ¥{(a) < k with s =S and H~(k)NS C
k for v < a. Then H,(p) NS C p.

Proof. If k = S, then H,(p) NS C Ha(p) NS C p by v < a and Lemma
Let k = 99(b) < S. We have k € Hq(p) by (@), and hence b < a by
S > k > p. We obtain H,(p) NS C H, (k) NS C k. v < a with Lemma B3T3
yields H~(p) NS C Hy(p) Nk C Halp) NE C p. 0

17



Lemma 3.33 Let p € Ug for an S € SSt.
1. Hy(My,) C My if v < po(p)-
2. Mp,NS=pandp ¢ M,.
3. If o < p and po(c) < po(p), then My C M,.

Proof. B33 Let v < b = po(p). We show o € M, = H;(p) by induction on
Lo for v € Hy(M,). Let k(a) C Hy(M,) N Ha(o) be such that a < v < b and
a=1vY9(a) € Hy(M,). IH yields k(a) C M,. We obtain a € Hy(p).

Other cases are seen from IH as in [2]. O

Definition 3.34 (Mostowski uncollapsing)

Let o be an ordinal term and p < S with S € §S¢. If there exists a 8 € M,
such that a = B[p/S], then a[p/S]™! := B. Otherwise a[p/S|™! := 0. Let
X[p/S|7! :={alp/S]7!: a € X} for a set X of ordinal terms.

We see that ordinal terms p and § € M, with p < a = B[p/S] < I'y,/s41 are
uniquely determined from «, when such 5 and p exist.

3.3 Stepping-down
The following Definitions and are needed in subsection

Definition 3.35 Let s(f) = max({0} U supp(f)) for finite function f, and
s(p) = s(m(p)). _

Let A <1 be a strongly critical number, which is a base for §-function. Let
f: A= pa(0) be a non-empty and irreducible finite function. Then f is said to
be special if there exists an ordinal a such that f(s(f)) = o + A. For a special
finite function f, f’ denotes a finite function such that supp(f’) = supp(f),

J'(e) = J(¢) for ¢ # s(f), and f'(s(f)) = a with f(s(f)) = a + A,

Definition 3.36 Let f,g be special finite functions with base A, and p € Wg
for a S € SSt. 6 denotes the function 6,(¢; A) in Definition Bl with base A.

1. For ordinals a < A, b < s(g), let us define a special finite function h =
h%(g;a) and an ordinal a®(g) as follows. s(h) = b, and hy, = g;. To define

h(b),let {b= by < b1 <--- < by = s(9)} = {b,5(9)}U((b, s(9)) N supp(g))-
Define recursively ordinals «; by a, = a + a with ¢(s(g)) = a + A.
o = g(bi) + 0., (cviy1) for ¢; = biy1 — b;. Finally let h(b) = ap + A, and
a®(g) = tI((h*(g; A))' (b)) = O, (1), where oy is defined for a = A.

2. For ¢ < min{s(f),s(g)}, let f <. g:& Vb < c(a’(f) < a’(g)).

3. fy*g® denotes a special function h such that supp(h) = supp(f,)Usupp(g®),
R (c) = f'(c) for ¢ < b, and h'(c) = ¢'(c) for ¢ > b.

For a finite function k, f + k denotes a special function h such that
supp(h) = supp(f) Usupp(k) and h'(c) = f'(c) + k(c).

18



4. Ford < s(p), 0 € H,(d, f) iff there is a finite function k such that s(k) < d,
vV € supp(k)[0 < k(x) < a®(m(p))], and m(o) = f + k.

The following Proposition B.31 is seen as in [2].

Proposition 3.37 Let k be a finite function, f,g special finite functions such
that f4 = ga and f < ¢’(d) for a d € supp(g), and p € Vs with g = m(p).

1. Forb<d and a <A, fy = (h*(g;a))y and f <® (h*(g;a))'(b).
2. Ford <c<s(f) and a <A, he(f;a) < ¢'(d).

3. Letb<e<d, a0 < a <A, and h = (h®(g;a0)) * ftt. Then hy, =
(h*(g;a))s and h <* (h*(g;a))'(b).

4. If m(k) < g and o € H,(min{b,d}, f), then o € Hy(d, f).
5 Ifm(k)<pg, 0 € He(b,h), b<e, h<d. g and he = g, then m(o) <. g.
6. Fora <A, h(f;a)<. f.

4 Operator controlled derivations

We prove Theorem [[] assuming (OT'(I), <) is a well ordering. Operator con-
trolled derivations are introduced by W. Buchholz [5], which we follow. In this
section except otherwise stated, a, 3,7,...,a,b,¢,d,... and &,(,v, p, ... range
over ordinals in OT'(I), f, g, h, ... range over finite functions.

4.1 Classes of sentences

Following Buchholz [5] let us introduce a language for ramified set theory RS.

Definition 4.1 RS-terms and their levels are inductively defined.
1. For each a € OT(I) N1, L, is an RS-term of level a.
2. Let ¢(x,y1,...,Yn) is a set-theoretic formula in the language {€}, and
ai,...,a, are RS-terms of levels< o € OT(I) N L.
Then [z € L, : ¢¥(z,a4,...,a,)] is an RS-term of level a.
Definition 4.2 1. |u| denotes the level of RS-terms u, and T'm(a) the set

of RS-terms of level< a € OT(I) N (I + 1). Tm = Tm(I) is then the set
of RS-terms, which are denoted by u, v, w, ...

2. RS-formulas are constructed from literals u € v,u ¢ v by propositional
connectives V, A, bounded quantifiers 3z € u,Vx € u and unbounded
quantifiers dz,Vx. Unbounded quantifiers 3x,Vx are denoted by dx €
Ly, Vx € Ly, resp.
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3. For RS-terms and RS-formulas ¢, k(:) denotes the set of ordinal terms «
such that the constant L, occurs in ¢, and |¢| = max(k(¢) U {0}).

4. Ag-formulas, ¥;-formulas and X-formulas are defined as in [3]. Specifically
if ¥ is a Y-formula, then so is the formula Yy € z1. 6® denotes a
Ap-formula obtained from a Y-formula 6 by restricting each unbounded
existential quantifier to a.

5. For a set-theoretic Xi-formula ¢(z1,...,2,) and ui, ..., uym € Tm(k)
with & < I, ) (ug,. .. uy) is a By(k)-formula. Ag(x)-formulas and
¥ (k)-formulas are defined similarly

6. For 6 = ) (uy, ..., upy) € (k) and A < w, 0 = N (g, .0 uyy,).

In what follows we need to consider sentences. Sentences are denoted A, C'
possibly with indices.

For each sentence A, either a disjunction is assigned as A ~ \/(4,),es, or
a conjunction is assigned as A ~ A(A,).cs. In the former case A is said to
be a \/-formula, and in the latter A is a A-formula. It is convenient for us,
cf. Lemma B35 to modify the assignment of disjunctions and conjunctions to
sentences from [5] such that if A ~\/(4,),es is a \/-formula, then each A, is a
A\-formula, and similarly for A-formula A.

Definition 4.3 If A is a \/-formula, then let AY := A. Otherwise let AV :=
(\/iSO Bi) with Byp = A. If A is a A-formula, then let A" := A. Otherwise let
A" = (Aicy Bi) with By = A,

Definition 4.4 1. For v,u € Tm(l) with |v| < |ul, let

Alw) fu=[z € Ly: Alx)]
(vew) ':{ v Ly ifu=L,

and (u =v) := (Vo € u(z € v) AVz € v(z € u)).

2. (veu) = V(ApoNApi N Ay 2)wes, and (v € u) i A(0Awo VA1V
—Ay.2)wes, where Ay o = (weu)V, Ay1 = (Vo € w(z € v))Y and Ay 2 =
(Vo € v(z € w))V.

3. Letn € {1,2,3}. (AoV--VAn_1) = V((A) ey and (AgA- - AAy_1) i~
A(A)Y),eg for J :=n.

4. For u € Tm(I) U {L1}, 3z € uA(z) :~ V/(Ay)ves and V. € u—-A(z) i~
A=A )wes for Ay = ((veuw)Y A (A(w))Y) and J = Tm(|ul).

5. St(a) ==V ((Vz € t(z € a))Y AN(Vz € a(z € 1))"),es with J = StN(|a]+1)
for St C OT(I).
Let
ol ={ce J: k() C M}
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The rank rk(¢) of sentences or terms ¢ is defined as in [2] so that the following
Proposition holds.

Proposition 4.5 Let A be a sentence with A ~\/(A,).eq or A~ A\(A,).cs.
1. k(4) < T4 w.
2. 1k(St(a)) = max{13,rk(a) + 8}.
3. wlu| <rk(u) € {wlu| +i:7 € w}, and |A] <1k(4) € {w]|A| +1i:i € w}.
4. Forv e Tm(|u|), rk(veu) <rk(u).
5. Ve J(rk(A,) < rk(A)).
6. tk(3z € LoB) = a+ 3 for B € Ag(a) and an epsilon number o.

Let p < S € §St. 1[P/9 is defined for RS-terms and RS-formulas ¢. ([?/5]
denotes the result of replacing each unbounded quantifier Qz by Qz € Ly, and
each ordinal term « € k(¢) by a[p/S] for the Mostowski collapse in Definition
The following Propositions 4.6, 4.7 and are seen from Lemma [3.301

Proposition 4.6 Let p < S.

1. Let v be an RS-term with k(v) C M,, and o = |v|. Then vlP/5 is an
RS-term of level a[p/S], }v[P/S]} = alp/S] and k(vlP/3) = (k(v))[p/s].

2. Let o < I be such that « € M,. Then (Tm(oz))[p/s] = {olt/8l :y e
Tim(a),k(v) C M,} = Tm(alo/S).

3. Let A be an RS-formula with k(A) C M, and p < S. Then AlP/Sl s an
RS-formula such that k(AlP/S)) € {a]p/S] : a € k(A)} U {T[p]}.

Proposition 4.7 For RS-formulas A, let A ~ \/(A,).es and assume k(A) C
M, with p < S. Then AlP/Sl ~\/ ((AL)[p/S])LE[p]J for [p]ld = {v € J: k() C
M,}.

Proposition 4.8 Let k(1) C M, with p < S. Then tk(:1?/S1) = (vk(1)) [p].

4.2 Operator controlled *-derivations

Inference rules are formulated in one-sided sequent calculi. Let H-[0] = H,(©)
and H, = H(0).

We define a derivability relation (#., ©;Qm) Fi* T'; I} where ¢ is a bound
of ranks of the inference rules (stbl) and of ranks of cut formulas. The deriv-
ability relation is designed to do the following job. An infinitary derivation Dy
in the relation H* arises from a finitary proof, in which inference rules (stbl) oc-
cur to prove an axiom for stability, cf. Lemma I3 Inferences (3-rfl) for I are
removed by collapsing. Thus ranks of formulas in the derivations are lowered to
ordinals less than I in the relation F*. The inference rules (stbl) are replaced by
inferences (rfl(p, d, f, s)) by putting a cap p on formulas to get a derivation Dy
in another derivability relation (#,©,Q) F T, cf. Lemma [5.1] in section [l

a
¢,5,€,70
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Definition 4.9 A finite family is a finite function Q C [[g ¥s such that its
domain dom(Q) is a finite set of successor stable ordinals, and Q(S) is a finite
set of ordinals in Ug for each S € dom(Q). Let Q(T) = 0 for T € dom(Q) and

UQ = USEdom(Q) Q(S) Define MQ(S) = mo’EQ(S) M,.
For A ~\/(A,),csand 1€ J

v € [QlaJ = [Q]-aJ = VU € dom(Q) (rk(A,) > U = k(1) C Myw))

and

KE(T) := [ J{k(4) : A € T,1k(A) > S}.

Definition 4.10 By an uncollapsed formula we mean a pair {A,p} of RS-
sentence A and an ordinal p < S for a successor stable ordinal S such that
k(A) C M,. Such a pair is denoted by AP When we write I'tP}, we tacitly
assume that k(I') C M,

We define a derivability relation (H.,0;Qn) i@ T; I}, The relation de-
pends on an ordinal 7y, and should be written as (H.,©;Qm) Feve INS IS
However the ordinal vy will be fixed. So let us omit it.

Note that if 79 < po(0) for o < S, then #H.,(c) NS C ¢ by Proposition 3.321

Definition 4.11 Let © be a finite set of ordinals, a, ¢ ordinals, and Qrr a finite
family such that yo < po(c) for each (S,0) € Qu. Let II = g ,)q, o be
a set of formulas such that IT C A¢(I), k(II,) C M, for each (S,0) € Qn and
dom(Qm) C ¢. Let TITH = Us,0)ean i

(H+,0;Qm) F2%, I; TI1} holds for a set T’ of formulas if v < 7o

k() C #,[0]&Vo € | Jan (k(HU) c m[@@]) (12)
VS € dom(Qu) ({7, @, ¢, 70} U KS(D,1I) HW[@QH(S)])E (13)
V{U < S} C dom(Qn) (S € Hs[Oquwv))) (14)

and one of the following cases holds:

(\/) There exist A ~ \/(A,).cs, an ordinal a(t) < a and an ¢ € J such that
A €T and (H,,0;Qn) H: T, A,; 113

()t} There exist A = Ble} € I}, B ~ \/(B,),e, an ordinal a(1) < a and
an 1 € [0]J such that (H,,©;Qn) Fo*“) T; 14}, A, with A, = Bl

(A) There exist A ~ A(A,),c, ordinals a() < a such that A € T" and (H,,OU
k(); Qu) 2 T, A,; I} holds for each ¢ € [Qu)aJ.

3(@3) means {v,a,c,v0} C H~[O] when dom(Qr) = 0.
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(A} There exist A = Blo} 6 1}, B ~ A(B.).es, ordinals a(t) < a such
that (H,,© Uk(1); Q) Fo®) T B{"} 11} for each ¢ € [Qu]pJ N [o]J.

(cut) There exist an ordinal ap < a and a formula C such that (H-, ©;Qm) F:%
I, -C; 11} and (M., ©;Qn) F:% C, ;T with 1k(C) < ¢

(3(St)-rfl) ¢ > 1. There exist ordinals ag, a, < a and a formula C' € X(St) such
that (H.,©;Qm) F:% T, C; 1 and (H, ©;Qn) i —Fx 0@ Ty 11,

(X(Q)-rfl) ¢ > Q. There exist ordinals ay, a, < a and a formula C' € E( ) such
that (H, ©;Qm) F:% T, C; T} and (H,, ©;Qn) o -3z < QO T, 11

(stbl(S)) There exist an ordinal ag < a, a successor stable ordinal S < ¢, a
N-formula B(0) € Ag(S) and a u € Tm(I) for which the following hold:

YU € dom(Qu) N (S + 1) (S € Hy[Ogyw)]) (15)

rk(B(u)) < ¢, (H+,0;Qm) % T, B(u); T, and (H,, © U {o}; @ U
,o)}) Fieo T —|B( y{e} 1} holds for every ordinal o € Wg such that

Oqus) € M, (16)

(H+,0;Qm) F:% T, B(u); T {(H,,0 U {o};Qu U {(S,0)}) F:% I;=B(u) {7}, i},
(H+,0;Qn) Fe Tyt

From ([I2)) we see k(HEf/S]) C Hy[© U {o}] for (S,0) € Qu and v > S. Hence
k() ¢ #,[© uJQn] for v > I. We obtain k(I',TT) C H,[©] by ([2).

We will state some lemmas for the operator controlled derivations. These
can be shown as in [5].

Lemma 4.12 (Tautology) Let d = rk(A).
1. (My k(A):0) F5°4 = A, A5 0 if {7,790} © Hyk(A)].
2. (Hqy, k(A)U{S, 0} {(S,0)}) F2! 2 Al/S AT if {1y, 70} € H, [k(A)U{S},
k(A)U{S} Cc M,, A € A¢(I) and v > S.

Proof. Each is seen by induction on d = rk(A). For example consider the
lemma [LT22] We have (k(A) U{S,c}) N M, = k(A) U {S} for (I2), (@3) and
@), and k(A8 c Hg(k(A) U {o}) for @). Let A ~ \/(A,).cs. Then
Al /8] = \/(AF7)), ¢ 15 by Proposition BT and k(:7/5]) € Hs[k(x) U {o}].

Let I = {Jl°/81 . 1 € [0]J}. Then Al°/Sl ~ \/(B,),e; with B, = Ale/8)
for v = [/ and [{(S,0)} awss ] = I by rk(Al°/Sl) < S. For d, = rk(A,) €
Hyk(A, )] with ¢ € [o]J = [{(S,0)}]aJ N[o]J we obtain by IH

Moy k(A,0) U{S, 0} {(S,0)}) Fg2d —al/9; Al

(Hy,k(A,0) U{S, 0} {(S,0)})

(Ho, k(A 0) U{S, 0} {(S,0)}) F2htt Al /8 ated
(H, k(A) U{S, 0} {(S,0)}) kg2t —Ale/8l; Alo)

(V1
(A)
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and
(Ho,k(A,0) U{S, 0} {(S,0)}) F2% Al/S - Al

(Hy, k(A1) U {S, 0} {(S,0)}) Fi22+t Alo/S]; - afoh
(Hw k(A)U{S,o};{(S,0)}) |—32d A[‘T/S];ﬁA{‘T}

(N
O

Lemma 4.13 (Embedding of Axioms) For each aziom A in Sp there is an
m < w such that (M, ;0) H12, A; 0 holds.

Proof. Let us suppress the operator Hj. We show first the axiom [2]), SSt(o) A
o(u) Au € Ly — ¢l (u) by an inference (stbl(S)) for successor stable ordinals
S < I. Let B(0) € Ag(S) be a A-formula, and u € T'm(I).

We may assume that [ > d = rk(B(u)) > S. Let ko = k(B(0)) and k, = k(u).
We obtain by Tautology T2 ko Uky; 0 F52? =B (u), B(u); 0. Let o € ¥g be an
ordinal such that kg Uk, U{S} C M, and 79 < po(c). Tautology yields
ko Uky U{S,0};{(S,0)} F52? B(ulo/%);=B(u){?}. Then for 3z € LgB(x) ~
V(B(v))ves with tk(3z € LsB(x)) = S + 3, we obtain ul?/Sl € J = Tm(S). We
have for B(ul?/8) = B(u)le/®]

ko Uky U{S,0};{(S,0)} F§2¢ B(ulo/S); ~B(u){o}
ko Ukus 52! ~B(u), Bu);  {ko Uku U{S, 03 {(S,0)} 5> 3w € L B(2); ~B(w) {71},
ko Uk U {S};F3I =B(u), 3z € LsB();
ko U {S};H""! =3z B(z), 3z € LgB(z);

Therefore (Hi, 0;0) H' VS, v [SSt(S) A A(v) Av € Lg — ASD(v)] ; 0, where
SSt(a) = (St(a) AIB < aVy < a(St(y) = v < B))).

Next we show the axiom ([{l). Let « be an ordinal such that o < I. We obtain
for a < af < Twith dy = k(e < af) and af < d; = 1k(St(al)) < d2 = w(aT+1)
with af € Ho[{a}]

V)
(stb1(S))

(N

{a}; 0% a < ali0 {a};0F52 St(al); 0
{a};0 5% a < af A St(al); 0
{a};0 5" 3o (o < 0 A St(0)) ;0 V)
0;0 F5t Vo € ONFo (a < o A St(a)) ;0 Y

Ay(St)-Collection follows from an inference (3(St)—rfl), and the Ag-collection
for the recursively regularity of 2 follows from an inference (%(§2)—rfl). a

Lemma 4.14 (Embedding) If St T for sets T of sentences, there are m, k < w
such that (Hy, 0;0) i—ﬂfn"’k ;0 holds.

Lemma 4.15 (Inversion) Let (H.,©;Qn) F:@ T; T4 with A ~ \(A,),es, A €
T, and ¢ € [Qu]aJ . Then (H,,© Uk(1);Qm) Fo T, A,; I

Proof. By induction on a. For (6] in inferences (stbl(S)), we need to prune
some branches such that k(¢) C M,. m|
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Lemma 4.16 Let (H.,0;Qn) ¢ T;1{. Assume YU € dom(Qn) N (S +
1) (S € Hy[Oqn(w)]) and Oqy,, U{S} C My witho € ¥s. Then (H., OU{o}; QuU
{(S,0)}) e T I

Proof. By induction on a. (© U {0})qy(s)ufe} = Oqn by the assumption and
(). We need to prune some branches at (A) and (A)} by [(QnU{(S, o) })]aJ C
[Qn]aJ. m

Lemma 4.17 (Reduction) Let C' ~ \/(C,),cs and 1k(C) < c.
Assume (H,0;Qn) F:¢ T,-C; T and (H,,0;Qn) F2 O, ;14 Then
(Hy, ©;Qr) 2o+ T 118

Proof. By induction on b using Inversion and Lemma Note that if
(H~,0;Qmn) Fi) ¢y, A;TI{Y for an ¢ € J such that tk(C,) > S € dom(Qu), we
obtain k(C,) C H~[Oqy(s)] € Mgy(s) by (3) and Proposition B.33] with v < .
Hence ¢ € [Qn]cJ provided that k() C k(C,). O

Lemma 4.18 (Cut-elimination) Let ¢ € H,[Oq,] and (H, ©;Qu) Fi¢, T; I,
where either ¢ > 1 or =(c < Q < c+0b). Then (H.,©O;Qm) Faer(@) pord

Proof. By main induction on b with subsidiary induction on a using Reduction

17 |

Lemma 4.19 (X-persistency) Let A € X(I), dom(Qn) < o < B € H,[Oq,| NI
and (H,©;Qn) Fo T, A@D I8 Then (H., ©;Qn) Fie T, AGD 1103

Proof. This is seen by induction on a. (I3)) follows from 5 € H[Oq,]. O

Lemma 4.20 (Collapsing) Let I' C X(St) be a set of formulas. Suppose © C
Ho (Yr(7)) and (H~,0;Qn) F@ T; T Let B = op(a) with @ = v + w® < 7.
Then (Hat1,0;0n) F3 TOD Y holds.

Proof. By induction on a as in [5]. We have {v,a} C H,[Oq,] by ([@3)), and
B € Ha+1[Oqul-

When the last inference is a (stbl(S)), let B(0) € Ay(S) be a A-formula
and a term u € Tm(I) such that S < rk(B(u)) < I, k(B(u)) C H,[©], and
(H,0;Qn) F* T, B(u); I} for an ordinal a9 < a. Then we obtain S <
rk(B(u)) < .

Consider the case when the last inference is a (X(St)-rfl) on I. We have or-
dinals as, a, < a and a formula C' € ¥(St) such that (H,,0;Qn) H* T, C; Il
and (H-,0;Qn) F% =3z C@D T 11,

Let B¢ = ¥1(az) € Hay41[Oay) N B with @y = v+ w®. IH with X-persistency
yields (Hat1,0;Qm) Fgﬁe r®h ¢BeD, 1t} On the other, Inversion A5
yields (Hg,+1,0;Qn) Fi* ~CPD T For 8, = ¢i(ay) € Har1[Ogy] N 3
with @, = @g+w?r, IH yields (Hat1,0;Qn) Fy" ~CPeD TED I} We obtain
(Ha+1,©;Qm) Fgﬁ r@D. 11t} by a (cut).

Note that since II C Ag(Il), inferences (A)l! are harmless for the condition
O C M, (tr(7)). 0
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Lemma 4.21 Let I' C X(Q) be a set of formulas. Suppose © C H(vYa(7))
and (H,0;0) Fg1,, T;0. Let B = ¢ola) with & = v+ w* < y1. Then

Har1,0:0) FL TED- G holds.
+ Bsv1

Proof. By induction on a as in [5]. m|

4.3 Operator controlled derivations with caps

Let us fix an ordinal 79 € Ho and a strongly critical number A € H,, N1, which

depend on a given finite proof figure, and will be specified in the end of the next

section Bl A is the base of the -function 0,(&) = 6,(¢; A) in Definition 311
Definitions .22/ and depend on the ordinals g, A.

Definition 4.22 1. By a capped formula we mean a pair (A,p) of RS-
sentence A and an ordinal p < S with a successor stable ordinal S such
that k(A) C M,. Such a pair is denoted by A®). Tt is convenient for
us to regard uncapped formulas A as capped formulas A®™ with its cap
u. A sequent is a finite set of capped or uncapped formulas, denoted by

I‘((Jpo), . ,l",({’"), I, where each formula in the set l"l(-pi) puts on the cap
pi < S;. When we write T("), we tacitly assume that k(T') C M, with
M, = My = OT(I).

A capped formula A is said to be a X(n)-formula if A € (7). Let
k(AP)) == k(A).

2. A quadruple Q = ((Q)o,9Q,7%,d%(-)) is said to be a finite family for pairs
(e,v0) of ordinals if (Q)o is a finite family in the sense of Definition
and the following conditions are met.

Let dom(Q) = dom((Q)o), dom.(Q) = {S € dom(Q) : S < e}, Q(S) =
(@)o(S) and J. @ = U{Q(S) : S < e}.
(a) For each p € Q(S), m(p) : A — ¢a(0) is special, and 73 < po(p).
Then g (p) NS C p by Proposition 3321
(b) 0Q assigns a subset dom.(Q) 3 S+ (9Q)(S) C {p € QA(S) : s(p) < S}.

(c) /% is a map dom.(Q) > S — 7§ such that o + 12 > 7§ > v + 1
73 > 42 + 1 for {S < T} C dom.(Q), and the following (7)) is met.
Q is said to have gaps 7 if 7§ > 42 +1-7 holds for {S < T} C dom.(Q),
and 7§ > +1-nfor S e dom.(Q).

(d) d%(-) is a map dom(Q) 2 S — d%(S) < S such that
V{T < §} € dom.(Q) ({8%S)} UA(S) € HoailOm]) (A7)

and
VS € dom.(Q)[0Q(S) < d¥(S)] (18)

which means that Vp € 9Q(S)[p < d%(S)].
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Let SCA(Q) = U{SCa(m(p)) : p € JQ}.
A quadruple Q = ((Q)o,9Q,7%,d%(+)) is simply denoted by Q when its
boundary 9Q, 7 and d%(-) are irrelevant.

Definition 4.23 Let p € Us.

L.k € L3(5,0) iff Kk € UsNp, VT € dom(Q) NS(k € My)), Oq(s) U

SCa(m(p)) U {po(p)} U (Q(S) N p) € My, 48 < po(k) < po(p) and m(k) is
special such that V{T < S} C dom(Q)(SCx(m(k)) C Myr)) and s(k) < s.

2. H3(d, f,s,0) denotes the resolvent class defined by x € H3(d, f,s,0) iff
r € LY(s,0) and m(r) € H,(d, f), cf. Definition 3364

Let T be a sequent, O a finite set of ordinals< I, {v,a, ¢, s,e} C OT(I), and
Q a finite family for (e, o).

We define another derivability relation (H,,©,Q) F¢ ;.. I, where ¢ is a
bound of ranks of cut formulas, e a bound of ordinals S, s a bound of ordinals in
the support supp(m(p)), and d%(S) a bound of ordinals p in the inference rules
(rfls(p, d, f)). The relation depends on an ordinal vy, and should be written as
(H+,0;Q) F¢ 5, . However the ordinal yo will be fixed. So let us omit it.

For A ~ \/(A,)es and ¢ € J, let [QlanJ = [Qlad N [p]J with [u]J = J,
cf. Definition

Definition 4.24 Let @ = ((Q)o,0Q,7%,d%) be a finite family for (e,vp), and
a,c,s,e ordinals with s,e < A. Let I' = U{I‘,(,U) :o € {u} UlUQ} be a set of
formulas such that k(I';) C M, for each o € Q.

(H+,0,Q) ¢, . T holds if v < 4,

vp e [Ja (kr,) ¢ #,[0¢)) (19)
VS € dome(Q) ({7,a,¢,s,e} U k() € H, [©qs)]) (20)
V{T < S} C dom.(Q) ({S,78} USCA(Q(S)) C H+[Og(m)]) (21)

and one of the following cases holds:

(Taut) {=A® AP} C T for a p € {u}UJ,.Q and a formula A such that
rk(A) < S for a successor stable ordinal S € dom.(Q).

(V) There exist A ~ \/(A,).,es, a cap p € {u} UlJ, Q, an ordinal a(t) < a and
an ¢ € [p]J such that A €T and (H,,0,Q) Fg,(é?e T, (AL)(”).

(A\) There exist A ~ A(A,).es, a cap p € {u} U(J,Q, ordinals a(r) < a such
that A®) € T and (H,© Uk(1);Q) F2&. T, (4,) for each ¢ € [Q] 4 J.-

(cut) There exist p € {u} U], Q, an ordinal ap < a and a formula C such that
(H,,0,Q) Fo, T, -C® and (H.,©,Q) o, , C) T with 1k(C) < c.

c,s,e c,s,e
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(2(2)-rfl) There exist ordinals as, a, < a and an uncapped formula C' € ()
such that ¢ > Q, (H,,0,Q) Fi . I',C and (H,,0,Q) Fi,, ~Jo <
7O T

(rfls(p, d, f)) There exist a successor stable ordinal S < e such that YU €
dom(Qu) N (S + 1) (S € H4[Oq]), and an ordinal p € s for which the
following holds: (S, p) € (Q)o if S € dom(Q).

©cM, (22)

Let R = ((R)o,R,~",d*) be a finite family for (e,vo) such that if S €
dom(Q), then let R = Q. If S & dom(Q), then let

1. dom(R) = dom(Q) U {S}, R(T) = Q(T) for T # S and R(S) = {p}.
2. OR extends 0Q, and OR(S) C {p}.

3. d®() extends d(-) and d*(S) < S.
4

. 7* extends 79 in such a way that v& = 43 for T € dom(Q), /& > 3 +1
for every S < T € dom(Q), 7% > 7% +1 for every S > U € dom(Q),
and 18 > o + L

Also there exist an ordinal d € supp(m(p)), a special function f with
s(p),s(f) < s < A, an ordinal ap < a, and a finite set A of uncapped
formulas enjoying the following conditions (rl), (r2), (r3) and (r4). Let
rk(A) = max({0} U {rk(d) : 6 € A}).

(r0) p € OR(S) if s(p) <S < s(f).

(r1) A C Vg(d) := {6 : 1k(0) < d, § is a \/-formula} U {6 : rk(d) < S},
cf.1k(0) < S < rk(d) < S+ 3 in Proposition f.5

(12) For g = m(p), SCA(f) C H,[Oner)] for every T < S, and fy =
ga & f4 <% ¢'(d), cf. Definition 3236l

(r3) For each 6 € A, (H,,O,R) Fo, T, -5,

(r4) Let (7)o = (R)oU{(S,0)}, (OR?)(S)U{o} = (OR)(S)U{o}, 1*" =%,

and d* = d*.

One of the followings holds for ©(c) = © U SCy(m(o)) U{o}:

(a) max{s(p),s(f)} < S and, there exists a 0 € L3(s,0) such that
m(o) = f and a 0 < ¢’ < p such that VT < S(SCa(m(c’)) C
H'y[@Q(T)])

VT < S (a' € H7§+H[@R(T)]) (23)

and (H.,0 U {o,0'},R%) F% T, Al holds.

c,s,e

The case is said to be degenerated.
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(b) max{s(p),s(f)} > S and (H,,O(c),R) 2, . T, Al holds for
every o € Hy(d, f,s,0).

{(H’Yv ©,R) Fg.,os,e L, _'5(p)5}5 {(H’Yv O(c),R7) Fg,os,e L A(U)}U
(H’Y7 67 Q) Fg,s,e r

(I‘ﬂg(p, d? f))

In this subsection the ordinals s and 7y will be fixed, and we write ¢ . for

a
C,8,€,%0°

Lemma 4.25 (Inversion) Let A ~ A(A,).cs, t € [QawJ be such that and
there is no S € dom.(Q) such that tk(A) <S. If (H,,0,Q) -2, T with A €T,

then (M., © Uk(1),Q) +¢, T, (A,)? holds.

Proof. By induction on a. We need to assume that there is no S € dom.(Q)
such that rk(A) < S due to (Taut). In a (rfls(p,d, f)), o € H}(f,s,0) is
restricted to o € Hy(f,s,0Uk(t)) C H}(f,s,0), i.e., to o such that k(¢) C M,.

O

Lemma 4.26 Let (H,,0,Q) ¢, T. Let VU € dom(Qm)N(S+1) (S € H,[Oqw))
and p € Vg be an ordinal such that ©U{S} C M,, cf. (22), and R, R” finite fam-
ilies in the inference (tfls(p, d, f)) determined from Q, p and o € H}(d, f,s,0).
Then (H,©,R) - T and (H,,0,R7) ¢ T.

Proof. By induction on a. We need to prune some branches for © C M, C M,.
O

Lemma 4.27 (Reduction) Let C' ~ \/(C,),cs, Q <1k(C) < ¢ < T and dom(Q)N
(c,e) = 0. Assume (H,,0,Q F2, I,-C) and (H,,0,Q) F8, C)T. Then
(1y,0,Q) FafP T

Proof. By induction on b using Inversion and Lemma We may
assume that rk(C) = ¢, and we see that C(7) is not introduced by any (Taut)
from the assumption dom(Q) N (¢, e) = 0.

Let (H,,0,Q) F2¢ (C)™).T for an « € [r]J and 1k(C,) > S with S €
dom(Q). We obtain k(C,) C H,[Oqs)] by @0). Hence k(v) C My if k(¢) C
k(C,). Therefore ¢ € [Q]c J- O

Lemma 4.28 (Cut-elimination) If (H,,0,Q) Fo,., . I with Q < c <1, c €
H,[Oq.] and dom(Q) N (c,e) = 0, then (H,,0,Q) Foe @p,

Proof. By main induction on ¢; with subsidiary induction on a using Reduction
4.2 O
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5 Elimination of stable ordinals

5.1 Capping and recapping

In this subsection the relation F* is embedded in F by putting caps on formu-
las, and then caps are changed to smaller caps. Let a € H,[Oqy] & VS €

dom(Qm)(ar € Hy[Oqy(s)])-

Lemma 5.1 (Capping) Let T UII C Ag(I) be a set of uncapped formulas.
Suppose (H~,©;Qn) F:%, 110}, where a,¢ < T, dom(Qn) C ¢, T = Ty U

USEdom(Qn) s, H{} = U(S,U)EQH Hia} :

For each S € dom(Qn), let ps = ¢ (ds) be an ordinal with a és € H~[Oqy]
and a special finite function gs = m(ps) : A — ©a(0) such that supp(gs) =
{c} with gs(c) = as + A, A2a +1) < ag + A, SCi(gs) = SCi(c,a5) C
Ho(SCi(05)) N Hy[Oqq]. f. @) and ED). Also let IO = g o 1Y,
f = Fl(lu) U USEdom(Qn) FépS) :

Let Q be a finite family for (c,vo) with o > v such that Q(S) = Qu(S) U {ps}
for' S € dom(Qn) = dom(Q), and as +1 < ”yg <ds < ’yg + 1. Also let 9Q(S) =0
and d%(S) = 0 for every S, and ©(Qn) = © U SC(Qn) U U Qn-

Assume V{T < S} C dom(Qu) (78 € Hy[Ogr(m)]), Au(S) C ps, VT < SQu(S) C
Myr)), © C M, VT < S(SCA(Qu(S)) € My(ry), po(c) < polps) = ds for each
(S,0) € Qu, and Q has gaps 2°.

Then (Ho,©(Qm), Q) F2 .o, T, 11 holds.

Remark 5.2 When ag = A(2a) and © = (), ds < 73 + I denotes the natu-
ral sum y3#tadtc. Then {a,c} C Ho(SCi(Js)). Hence (I0) is enjoyed for ps,
cf. Proposition

We have {0,a} C H[Oq] by (3). We intend to be 78 = 4o +1-2% - n for
n=#{T € dom(Q) : T > S}. Then VT < S(+d € H,[Oq(m)]) for [[D).

On the other hand we have Qr(S) C ps, and ps = max(Q(S)). Also {S,ds} U
SCA(gs) € Ho({S,a,c,7d} UBO) C M,, = Hs,(py) for U < S. Therefore
ps € M, for U < S by ds,78 +1 < 7.

Proof of Lemma [5I] This is seen as in [2] by induction on a. Let us write F¢
for F¢ . ¢, In the proof.

We have k(IT,) C H,[0()] and k(T') € H,[O] by (), and © C M,, by the
assumption. Hence (IJ) is enjoyed in (H.,Om, Q) F& . .+, r,10).

Let {T < S} C dom(Qun) = dom(Q). By the assumption © C M, we
obtain eQn(S) C @(QH) N MQ(S) = (@(QH))Q(S), and SCA(QH(S)) C @(QH) n
My = (©(Qm))ger).- On the other hand we have {v,a,c} U k(I UII) C
Hy[Ogn(s)] by @3), and {S,73} C H,[Ogy(m)] by (@) and one of the assump-
tions. Hence {7, a,c} UKS(TUIL) C H,[(©(Qu))q(s)], and {S, AHuSCA(Q(S)) €
H,[(©(Qm))q(r)], and (20) and (2I)) are enjoyed.

Let T < 8. We have Qu(S) € ©(Qn) N Mqer), and ps € H, o, 1[Oqm)] C

Mgty by {0s,c,as} C Hy[Oqy], ¥ < + 1T and ds < 78 + 1. Hence Q(S) C
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H,YSQ+H[(®(QH))Q(T)], and (I7) is enjoyed.
Case 1. First consider the case when the last inference is a (stbl(S)): We
have a successor stable ordinal S € H,[©], an ordinal ay < a, a /\-formula
B(0) € Ag(S), and a term u € Tm(I) with S < rk(B(u)) < c.

For every ordinal o such that (I8, i.e., Oq, ) C My and po(c) > Yo

(H+,0;Qn) F2% T, B(u); T (1,0 U{o}hQn U{(S,0)}) % T;=B(u)t7d, 1t
(H,0;Qn) F:o ;1

Let h be a special finite function such that supp(h) = {c} and h(c) = A(2ap+1).
Then h. = (g9s)e = 0 and h® <§ (gs)'(¢) by h(c) = A(2a0 + 1) < A(2a) < as =
(9s)'(c). Let R=QU{(S,ps)} and o € HE (c, h,c,O(Qn)), where (6(Qm))r(s) U
Qu(S) U SCx(m(ps)) U{po(ps)} C Mp, and Qu(S) = R(S) N ps C pg

Then ¢ < pg, VT < S(O’ € MQ(T)) and SCA(m(U)) C MQH(S) N Mpg NnM, =
MRU(S). Also SCA(m(U)) C MRU‘(T) = MQH('JT) N Mpnr for T <.

For example let o = ¢ (d5+n) with n = max({1}UEs((0(Qn))z(s)) U (S)),
where Eg(0) = |, co Es(a) with the set Es(a) of subterms< S of a, cf. [2]. We
obtain, f. (TT), (6(@r1) ags) U S} U An () U SCh (m(ps)) U SCa (h) U {po(ps)}
Hssn(0) = Mo by (0(Qm))nes) U{S}UQu(S) C My, SCa(m(ps)) = SCa(gs) =
SCa(c, as) C Ho[Oqy) and {ds, ag, c} C H~[Oqy]-

Let S > U € dom(Qm). Then ps € M,, and ¢ € M,, follows from
{C,a,ao,ég} U (G(QH))R(S) U QH(S) C ,Hv[@(QH)] C H5U(MPU) and ds +n <
% + 1< 4§ < 6y. Therefore o € HE (¢, h,c, O(Qm)).

Since Q is assumed to have gaps 2%, we may assume that R as well as R? has
gaps 29°.

IH yields (H,,0(Qn),R) F%® T, B(u)®) 10 and (H.,O(Qm,0),R7) F
[, 100, ~B(u)@), where ps > o € M,, and SCj(m(c)) C Nr<s Mpo(ry by
SCa(m(o)) C M,. We have S < s(ps) = s(h) = ¢ € supp(m(ps)) for (r0) and
rk(B(u)) < c for (rl).

An inference (rfls(ps, ¢, h)) yields the following.

(H,,0(Qn),R) F& T, B(u)®) IO (H,,0(Qm, 0),R%) Fo T, 1O, =B (u)()
(H’Ya @(QH), Q) Fg fa H()

in the right upper sequents o ranges over the resolvent class o € HSS (¢, h,c,©(Qn)).
Case 2. When the last inference is a (cut): There exist ap < a and C such
that tk(C) < ¢, (H,©0;Qm) F:% T, -~C;T} and (H,,0;Qn) i T,C;TI0
IH followed by a (cut) with an uncapped cut formula C® yields the lemma.
Case 3. Third the last inference introduces a \/-formula A.

Case 3.1. First let A € I's be introduced by a (\/), and A ~ \/(4,),.,.
Then As) € I‘épg). There are an ¢ € J, an ordinal a(t) < a such that
(H-, 0;Qn) F2*“ T, A,; I}, We obtain k(1) € H[0] C M, by (), © C M,,
and Lemma with v < 79 < 78 < ds < po(ps). Hence ¢ € [ps]J. IH yields
(H,,0(Qn),Q) Fe T, (4,)), 00, (H,,0(Qn),q) F¢ T,10) follows from a
(V).
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Case 3.2. Second A = Bi} ¢ I} is introduced by a (\/){} with B ~

V(B.),c;- Then A ~\/ (BL[U/S]) ol by Proposition L7l There are an
Le|o].

t € [o]J and an ordinal a(r) < a such that (H.,©;Qm) Foe@ 1y A, T
for A, = BV IH yields (#,,0(Qn),q) F&“ T, (B,)” , I0). We obtain
(H,,0(Qn), Q) Fo T, IO with B) € IO by a (\/).

Case 3.3. Fourth the case when A € Iy is introduced by a (\/) is seen from IH.
Case 4. Fourth the last inference introduces a A-formula A.

Case 4.1. First let A € I's be introduced by a (A), and A ~ A (4,), ;. For
every ¢ € [QujaJ there exists an a(1) < a such that (H.,© Uk(z); Qn) F*)
T, A;TI¢Y, Let o € [Q) 00 C [QulaJ. TH yields (M., ©(Qm) U k(2), Q) Ho)
T, (4,)%) TI0). We obtain (H,,©(Qn),Q) F2 I, IO by a (A).

Case 4.2. Second A = B{7} ¢ I} is introduced by a (A)¥} with (S,0) € Qn.
Let B ~ A(B,),., with A ~ A (B{"/S]) . For each ¢ € [Qu]pJ N [0]J

L€fo]J
there is an ordinal a() < a such that (H,,© U k(z);Qn) F:*" T; A, 11} for
A, = B! Lett € [Q) g J C [Qu]pJN[o]J. TH yields (H,, ©(Qn)Uk(z), Q) Ho)
T, (B,) 0. (H,,0(Qn),q) F2 T, IO follows from a (A) with B e 1),
Case 4.3. Fourth the case when A € Ty is introduced by a (/) is seen from
IH. The lemma follows from IH when the last inference is a (X(€2)-rfl). ad

Lemma 5.3 (Tautology) Let Q be a finite family for (e,7yo). Assume that
{v.€,S,7,5,d%S)} U SCA(Q(S)) UKT(A) C H[Oqm)] for every {T < S} C
dom.(Q), and k(A) C H,[0)] with o € {u} U, Q.

Then (H-,0,Q) F%ds ey A A holds for d = max{S,rk(A)} with S =

max({0} Ndom.(Q)).

Proof. We obtain {S,k"(A)} C H,[Oq)] by the assumptions, and @0) is en-
joyedin (H,0,Q) F3% . , A A Whentk(A4) < S € dom.(Q), {—A), A(©)}
follows from (Taut). If rk(A) > S, the lemma is seen by induction on d.
Note that it might be rk(A) & H,[Oqs)] when 1k(4) < S € dom.(Q) even

if k(A) € H,[0)]. o
Definition 5.4 Let @ = ((Q)o,9Q,7%,d%) be a finite family for (e,7o), b an
ordinal, and x € L3(s, ©) with a p € Q(S).

Ql[f/p] = ((Ql[f/p])o,8Q£’i/p],79,dqz[>~/p]) denotes a finite family for (e,7o) de-
fined as follows. dom(Q\™”)) = dom(Q), Q/*/*/(T) = Q(T), 8a\*/”/(T) = da(T)
and dQ[N/p](T) =d¥(T) for S # T. For T =S, let Q K/p( S) ={xk}u{peq):

" [/ ]
p# p}and 9Q)(S) = {u € OQ(S) : p # p}U{s : b < S}h %" (S) =

]
max({p: p £ 1 € Q) U{R} U (it 1:p# p € 0US)} Ufn+1:b<S)).
Let f < g:= Vi(f'(i) < ¢'(i)) for special finite functions f, g.

Lemma 5.5 (Recapping) Let (S,p) € Q and (H,0,Q) Fg o E, T with a
finite family Q for (ST, ), where a < A, Z = U{Eff) cp#oelJQu{u}l}.
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Let b € H,[Oq] be such that T' C \/S( ) and S < b < s(p) < s < A. Let
r € LY(s,0) be such that m(k) <y g and R (g; ©s(p) ( )) < m(k) for g =m(p).
)=

Then (M., 0(x), Q") F£ 2 2, T holds for ©(x) = OUSC (m (k) U{r}.

Proof. By induction on a. The subscripts s, St and 7 are fixed, and omitted
in the proof. We write ¢ for Fc 55T 0"

Let s € LY(s,0) with g = m(p). By Definition .23 we obtain YT € dom(Q)N
S(k € Mgery), s(k) < s, Oqes) USCa(9) U (Q(S) N p) C My, and SCx(m(k)) C
My(ry for T <'S. Hence Oq(s) C MQI[)N/,D] ©) and Oqr) C (@(m))ql[f/p] 1) for T <S.
On the other hand we have {a,b,s(p)} USCx(Q(S)) C H[Oq(m)] for T < S by
the assumption and (21)). Hence SCy (m(k)) C HW[(G(K))QZ[?N/,J] (T)], and (20) and
(21) are enjoyed in (H~, O(k), Q[K/p]) F:j‘g*;( RIS

Let e = a%”” and w € 0Q(S) with u # p. Then p < e(S). If b < S, then
Kk < e(S). Hence BQ[K/p]( S) < e(S), and ([IJ) is enjoyed.

Let S > T € dom(Q). We have k € Myr), and Q(S) C Hv§+ﬂ[@Q(T)] by (7).
We obtain k € O(k)q(r) with £ € O(x), and x € H,Ygﬂ[@(fi)q(qr)]. This yields

{dqz[:/p (S)rud N/p]( S) C H,9,1[Oq(m)]. Hence (IT) is enjoyed for Ql[:”/p}.
Moreover SCx (h*(g; s(p)+1(a))) C Ho[Oq)] and Ogsy C M,.. Proposition
B33 with v < 5o yields SCa(h?(g; ps(py+1(a))) C M. Also po(p) € M, by
k€ LY(s,0), cf. ().
Case 1. First consider the case when the last inference is a (rfly(A, d, f)) for a
U < St and A € Uy: First let A # p. We may assurne U =S. We obtain A <
e(S). Let o € Hx(d, f). Then o +1 < A\, and d@)””(S) = a%”"(S) = e(S).
When s(A) <S < s(f), we have A € 9Q(S ) by (r0), and A < e(S).
IH followed by a (rfls(A, d, f)) yields

(H,,0(x), Q) [%/p] ) p@s@m(a) o, T (24)

In what follows assume A = p. We have S € H,[Oq)] for T < S by (21,
and © C M, by ([22). Since S < s(p), the inference is non-degenerated.

Let g = m(p) and d € supp(g). We have S < s(p), a sequent A C \/¢(d) and
ordinals ag < a such that rk(A) < d < s(p) and

(H,,0,Q) F&° =, 170 =50 (25)

for each 6 € A. Let by = max({S} U {rk(d) : 6 € A}). Then by € H[Oqr)]
for every T < S by @0) and ), by < s(p) < s. On the other side for each
o€ H3(d, f,5,0)

(Hy,0(0),Q%) F&° 2,7, Al (26)

f is a special finite function such that f; = g4, f¢ <? ¢’(d) and SCi(f) C
H[Oq(my] for every T < S . We obtain o ¢ Q(S) by o < p and Q(S) N p C M,.
Case 1.1. by < b: Then rk(A) < b < s(p). By IH with (25) we obtain for each
e A

(Hy, ©(), QU7 FZo0 1) 2 P9 500 (27)
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We claim for the special finite function h = h®(g; ¢5(5)+1(a)) and di = min{b, d}
that

fa, = ha, & fdl <h h/(dl) (28)
If di =d < b, then hy = g4 = fq and ¢'(d) = g(d) < h'(d). Proposition B35
yields the claim. If d; = b < d, then Proposition 337 yields the claim.

[=/p]
Let 0 € Hy  (di, f,5,0(x)). We have SC(m(p)) C H,[Oqs)] by EI)

and Oqs) C M, by Definition 123 Hence Ogs) = GQW”](S) C M, and
b
SCA(m(p)) C M. Therefore o € H3(d, f,s,0). By IH we obtain
(7—[7,@(/{,0), (Q[n/p])cr) FSSOS(P)+1(G'0) E,F(K)7A(U) (29)

We obtain (24)) by an inference (rfls(k, dy, f)) from rk(A) < by < di, 28), 1)
and (29), where d; € supp(m(k)), and x < e(S) when k € 8Ql[:”/p} (S), i.e., when
bp < b < 'S for (r0) and (I8). Also if max{s(x),s(f)} <S, it suffices to have a
single 0 = o’ < & such that m(o) = f with VT < S(SCx(f) C H+[Oqm)]) and
o' € Hoal(O())] for €.

Case1.2. b<by: Leto € L := H,S[bm/p] (b, h,5,0(k)) for h = (h*(g; @s(p)+1(a0)))*
St We have o € Hy(b,h). Then ht(g; 945 41(a0)) < h < m(o) by Defini-

tion [3.3614l
Let rk(0) = bp > S for § € A. We have 0 ~ \/(4,),.; and Inversion .25
with (Z5) yields (M., OUk(z), Q) F2 2, 1), ~(5,)(®) for each 1 € [Q["/PL( Jc
Q)5 J, where J C T'm(bg) and =6, € \/(bo) by rk(d,) < rk(d) < by. We have
k(t) C My, and o € L3(s,© Uk(1)) if o € L.
[w/p](

lo/p]
We see from 0 +1 < & < e(S) that d%0  (S) < a% " (S) = e(S). We
obtain h <, g by Proposition B37Bl and m(c) <, g by Proposition

TH yields (7—[7,6(/@ o) Uk(L), Q[U/p) 0110 = p@) (5,)@). A (A) yields
(H’Yv@(’iva) U k( ) Q[U/p) kas(p)Jrl(ao)Jrl = F —|5(") We have (Ql[f/p])g =

QL"“/P] uio} = Ql[f/p U {k}, and may assume BQ[U/” (S) c B(QL'{/’)])U(S) when
bo < S by b < by. We obtain even for rk(d) < by

(R 0(k,0), (@) ) HEr 0 2,10, -5 (30)

On the other side, we see 0 € H,(d, f) from o € H,(b,h), b < by < d, m(k)<p g
and 1’(by) < a™(g), and hence o € H3(d, f,s,0). TH yields

(00 0), @77)7) HE 7 2,10, AC) (31)

We obtain (’H,,,@(li o), (Q[”/p]) ) Feh b1 E,T®) T for a1 = @y (p)41(a0)+p

with a p < w from @) and @T) by several (cut)()’s of § with rk(5) < by. Cut-
elimination A28 yields for 2b < az = @p,+1(a1) < @g(py+1(a)

— [(,H’Y, Ok, 0), (QZ[)H/P])U) ng =z, F(“),F(U) (32)
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Let k = h°(g;¢s(p)+1(a)). Then hy = gy = ky and h <® K/'(b) for h =
(A (g; s(p)+1(a0))) * fP71 by Proposition B37AB On the other, Tautology
yields for each § € T’

(H’)” @(H), QI[)N/P]) ng F(/-c)7 —9) (33)

By an inference rule (rfls(k, b, h)) with its resolvent class L = H,Sl[’ " (b, h,s,0,),
we conclude (24)) by ([B3)), [B2) with max{2b, a2} < ps(p)+1(a) and £ < e(S) when
b = c. If max{s(k),s(h)} <S, it suffices a single o = ¢’ such that m(c) = h
with SCx(h) C Hy[Oq)] for every T < S and VT < S(0" € Haz11[(O(%))r()])
for (23), and the inference (rfls(k,b, h)) is degenerated.
Case 2. Second consider the case when the last inference (\/) introduces a
\/-formula B: We may assume that B = A € I'?) with 4 ~\/(4,),.,. We
have (H,,©,Q) F2 2,70, (4,)?, where 1 € [p]J and A, ~ A (By),¢; for
\/-formulas B,. When rk(4,) > S, Inversion followed by TH and a (/)
yields (M., O(x), Q7)) FE@ 1 @F 2 ) (4)") " This follows from IH if
rk(4,) < S. We obtain [24)) by a (V).

The cases when the last inference is one of (A\), (cut) and (X(Q2)-rfl) are seen
from IH. O

Lemma 5.6 Let (H,,0,Q) F§ o E with a finite family Q = ((Q)g,0Q,7%,d)
for (St,70), where S € dom(Q) is a successor stable ordinal, a < A, OQ(S) # ()
and A > s >S. Let Q1 = ((Q)0,0Q1,7%,d1) be a finite family for (ST,~o)
such that 0Q1(U) = 9Q(U) and d1(U) = d(U) for U < S, and 9Q1(S) = 0,

d1(S) = max(9Q(S)). Then (Hy,0,Q1) FE5'2*) = holds.

Proof. By induction on a. We have 9Q;(S) < d1(S) for (I8). We have for every
T <SS, Q) C H'ngrH[@Q(T)] by (7). Hence d;(S) € ’H,Ygﬂ[@g(rﬂ-)] for (7). In
the proof let us omit the subscripts except the first one.

Consider the case when the last inference is a (rfls(p, d, f)) with s(p) <S <
s(f). Then p € 9Q(S) by (r0), and p < d;(S). Let T} be the set of capped
formulas in Z with its cap p, and 21 = E\ I'®). There is an ordinal ay < a and
a A such that tk(A) < d < s(p) < S and (H,,0,Q) F&° 21, T, =5 for each
0 € A. IH yields

(H,,0,Q1) ngw(%) =, T 50 (34)

Pick a o € H}(d, f,5,0) such that m(o) = f and VT < S(o € H o 1[Oq(m)))-
Such a o exists since VT < S(p € H,a,1[Oq(m)]) by 7). We obtain

(H,,0 U {0},Q7) Foo 2, TP Al2) (35)

where fq = g4, f? <? ¢/(d) and VT < S(SCA(f) C Hy[Oqm)]) for g = m(p). IH
with @38]) yields for o < p < d1(S)

(.0 U {o},Qf) H£ ) 2, 1), AL (36)
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We have A C \/4(S), pst1(@st2(a0)) = @st2(ap) and S < s(f) < s(o) < s.

Let h = hS(f;pst2(ao)). We see from d < S that VT < S(SCx(h) C
Hoy[Oqm)]), ha = fa = ga, and h? <? ¢'(d) by Proposition Pick a
A € LY(s,0) such that m(\) = h. We obtain h<s f by Proposition B3l Also
(Q‘l’)[g)‘/a] = Q7 and 8((Q‘1’)é’\/0]) = 0Q7. We obtain by ([B6) and Recapping (.5

(Hy, ©(N) U {o},Q}) FEo+20) =) () AP (37)

where a(@9)7 (S) = dai(S) by 9(Q1)(S) = 0 and A+ 1 < p < d4(S), and
9(Q})(S) C {A}. A degenerated (1fls(p, d, h)) with @4)), B7), max{s(p), s(h)} <
S yields (H,,0,Q1) £ 2, 1), where VT < S(X = 0 € H.a,1[Og(n))) for
[23). Other cases are seen from SIH. B m|

5.2 Eliminations of inferences (rfl)

In this subsection, inferences (rfls(p, d, f)) are removed from operator controlled
derivations of sequents of formulas in () U TI(Q2).

Definition 5.7 We define the S-rank srk(A()) of a capped formula A(®) as
follows. Let stk(p) = S € SSt for p € Wg. Let stk(A®™) = 0, and srk(A) =
stk(p). stk(T') = max{srk(A®): AP € T'}.

Lemma 5.8 Suppose (H+,0,Q) F& o o = with a < A and a finite family

Q = ((Q)o,0Q,7%,d) for (ST,v0), where S € dom(Q) and srk(Z) < S.
Then there exists a finite family R = ((R)o, OR, ”y,Q,d_) for (ST,70) such that

OR(S) = 0, Vp € R(S)(s(p) < S), and (H,On,R) ¢ g E holds, where
Or = O U ([R(S)\QS)) and @ = psy3(a).

Proof. Let {p1,...,pn} = {p € Q(S) : s(p) > S}, a1 = Vy(p,)+1(a) and a1 =
Ps(pisn)+1(aq) for 0 < i < n, where s(p;) < s < A. Let us define ©;, x;
and R; recursively by ©; = O U {k; : j < i}, Ro = Q, R; = (Ri,l)g{i/’"], and
ki € Lyi~1(0;) for 0 < i < n, where m(r;) = hS(m(p;); o).

We obtain (H, ©n,Rn) F": 5 E by RecappingB.5, where Vi € R (S)(s(k) <
S) and A(R,,)(S) =R, (S) = IQ(S) U {k; : 1 <i < n}.

We may assume 9(R,)(S) # 0. Lemma yields (#H.,©n,R) '_(Sl,ls,st,yo
where R(S) = R, (S), OR(S) = 0, and a1 = psia(an) < pst+3(a) = a. O

—
—
—

)

Lemma 5.9 (Elimination of one stable ordinal)
Suppose (H,0,Q) Fg i 2,10 with a finite family Q = ((Q)o, 0Q,~%,d) for
(ST, 7o), where a < A, S € dom(Q), A > s > S, stk(E) <S, T ={T,:p €
Q(S)} € Ag(S) and TO) = J{T¥) : p € Q(S)}.

Assume 0Q(S) = 0 and ¥p € Q(S)(s(p) < S). Let 1 = v + 1 and & =
Pst2+a(s)(a). Then (H,,,0,Q) Fg)&sm =, T holds.
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Proof. By main induction on d(S) with subsidiary induction on a. Note that Q
is a finite family for (S,~1), and neither of [Q] 4 J, LY(s,©) and H}(d, f, s, ©)
depend on the second subscripts S,S. For every T < S, we have {a,s} C
H,[Oqcry] by @I), and d(S) € H,, [Oqcr)] by @T). Hence a € H,,[Oqr)], and
20) is enjoyed in (#,,,0,Q) F& 5., Z,T. Also we obtain by @0) and (1)),
K'(EUT) U {1, a} C Hy[Oq(r)-

Case 1. {=A® AP} c TO for a formula A with rk(4) < S: We obtain
(1+,,0,Q) Fg,s,sm =, T by Tautology 5.3

Case 2. The last inference is a (rfls(p, d, f)): Then s(p) < S by the assumption
Vp € Q(S)(s(p) < S), and s(f) < S by 9Q(S) = 0 and (r0). This means that
the inference is degenerated. We have an ordinal ap < a and a sequent A
such that rk(A) < d < s(p) < S, (H4,0,Q) K& Z,-6) . T0) for each

S,ST,'}/O
de A, and (H,,0U{0,0'},Q%) I—gf’systm =, A T0 for a o and a o’ such that

VT < S(o’ € H, [Oqem)]) by @23). SIH yields for ap = ps424q(s)(a0)
(Hy,,0,Q) FE, g, BT, -0 (38)

On the other hand we have (H,,0 U {0,0'},Q7) F¢° o o B ', A for a

o € L3(s,0), where s(m(0)) = s(f) <S, VT < S({5,0"} C H,[Oqem)]) by (7
and (23), and 9Q7(S) C {o}. If 9Q7(S) = 0, SIH yields

(H,,,0,0%) FE

S,8,8,7m

Assume o € 0Q9(S). Then o < d(S) by ([8). We obtain by Lemma [(.6]

(Hy,0 U {0,0'},07) FE72) 2,10, A, where 9(Q7)(S) = 0, puya(an) <
Qst2+a@)(ao) = ap and d¥(S) = max(9Q7)(S) = o < d(S). MIH then yields
BY) for pgioyam(s) (@) = ap. We obtain by several (cut)’s of (38) and (39) for
rk(0) < S, (H,,,0,Q) F& ¢, BT

Case 3. The last inference is a (/\): There are p € {u} UJg Q, a formula A ~
A(A,).es with A® € Z2UTO)| and ordinals a(t) < a for each ¢ € [Q] 4(» J such

that (H,, ©Uk(:), Q) a® =, A TO). SIH yields for a(t) = Qstataes)(alt))

AS,S,ST,’YO
(H,,©Uk(1),Q) Fgf;)sm =,A,,T for each ¢ € [Q] 40 J.

First let A® € ). We obtain k(4) C H,[0W] by (@), and k(4) C
M,NS = pby A€ Ag(S). Hence [QJanJ = [QJad N [p]J = [QJaJ. A (A)
yields (#+,,0,Q) F&, ., ET with A € T. Second let A € 2. We obtain
(Hy,,0,Q) Fe 5, T by a (A) for AP € 2.

Other cases (rflt(p,d, f)) with T < S, (cut), (\/) and (X—rfl) on Q are seen
from SIH. a

=T,A (39)

Definition 5.10 Let Q = ((Q)o,9Q,7%,d) be a finite family for (e,7o), and
W < e a successor stable ordinal. 5&, denotes an ordinal defined as follows.
If [W,e) N dom(Q) = 0, then 63, = 0. Otherwise o, = 4 for the least U €
[W,e) N dom(Q).
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Proposition 5.11 Let Q@ = ((Q)o,9Q,7%,d) be a finite family for (e,vy), and
W < S < e successor stable ordinals. Then 5§ < 5&3%

Proof. If [W,e) N dom(Q) = 0, then &3, = 33 = 7. Otherwise 63, = 13 for
the least U € [W,e) Ndom(Q). If S < U, then 63 = 43, Assume U < S. If
[S,e) N dom(Q) = 0, then 63 = 7o < 7 by Definition Otherwise let
63 = 2 for the least T € [S,e) Ndom(Q). Then U < T, and 7 < 3 by
Definition 222d O

Lemma 5.12 (Elimination of stable ordinals)
Let Q = ((Q)0,0Q,~%,d) be a finite family for (e, 7o), where e is a stable ordinal.
Suppose (H~,0,Q) ¢ . o E andstk(Z) <W < e <A, wherea,s <A, W = \4
is a successor stable ordinal such that YU < W(W € H,[Oqv))).

Let f(e,a) = @sier1(a) and yw = 6% +1- (f(e,a)) < yo +12. Assume that
Q has gaps f(e,a)+ 1. Then (Hy,,©O,Q) F{:V(es’%%,,m = holds.

Proof. By main induction on e with subsidiary induction on a. By the as-
sumption, Q is a finite family for (W, ~yw), cf. Definition

By 20) and ZI)) we have YU < W({W, e, a,yw} C H[Oqq]) for D).
Case 1. Consider the case when the last inference is a (rfls(p,d, f)) for a
S=T! <e. Let S € dom,(P) for P = QU{(S, p)}. Let ap < a be an ordinal, and
A be a finite set of formulas such that (H,,0,P) 25 . | =, -6() for each § € A.

When the inference is non-degenerated, we have Vo € L [(HW, ©,P7) 9o = A(U)}

=
€,8,€,70

for L = H}(f,s,0). If it is degenerated, we have (H,,© U {o,0"},P7)

€,8,€,%0
Z,A©) for some o € L¥(5,0) and ¢ < ¢’ < p such that m(o) = f, VT <
S(SCh(m(0")) C H,[Op(ry]) and VT < S (a/ e H@H[@Q(T)]). Since (f(e, ao) +
1) -2 < f(e,a), we may assume that the finite family P for (e,7o) has gaps
fle,ap) + 1. Let a; = f(e, ao).
Case 1.1. S < W: SIH yields, (#+,,©,P) F%R},S,W,’yw =, -0 for each § € A, and
cither Vo € L | (Hovy, ©,2%) Fil 50 A o1 (o, 0U{0, 0}, P7) il
E,A0). (rfls(p,d, f)) yields the lemma.
Case 1.2. W < S: We have srk(6(?)) = stk(A(?)) =S < St < e € St. By @]
we have for every U < S, S € H,[Oq(r)], and ST € H,[Oq(1)]. Let vgr = 65 +1-a1.

By SIH we obtain (H,,0,P) Fg} et =, -0 for each § € A, and either

Vo € L [(HWST,G,PU) ol astny, A or (3,0 U {00}

= A A (fls(p,d, f)) yields (K., 0,0) Fatl =

St,5,8 vgt
We obtain (H,,,0,Q) F¢* o vt E for ag = pgi (a1 + 1) by Cut-elimination

A28 with dom(Q) N (S,ST) = 0.

By Lemma [5.8] there exists a finite family R = ((R)o, OR, 7%, d) for (ST, ~st)
such that OR(S) = 0, Vp € R(S)(s(p) < S), and (H,,Or,R) F¢’, o ., Z holds,
where O = © U (R(S) \ Q(S)) such that VU < S(R(S) C H,,+1[Oq(v)]) and
a3 = @s+3(az). Let 71 = vg1 + 1. Lemma [5.9] then yields

(H'Yl ) @7 Ql) Fg;)s)yl = (40)
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where as = @5 ia1a@)(as) < fle,a) by d(S) <S < St <e. Q1 = ((Q)o, 9,7, d1)
is a finite family for (S, 1), where each of 9Q1,~%, d; is the restriction of 9Q,~9, d
to domg(Q), resp.

We claim that 6%, < 63, for finite families Q,P for (e,70). If S & dom(Q),
then 6%, = 6J. Otherwise 6%, = 63;. By W <'S < S' and Proposition 51Tl we
obtain 6%, < 6%,

First let S = W. We obtain v; = 0% + 1 (a1 + 1) < 6§, + I (f(e,a)) = w
by the claim and a1 + 1 < f(e,a), and we are done by (0.

Let W < S < e. We obtain a5 = f(S,a4) = psist1(a4) < @stet1(a) =
f(e,a) by as < f(e,a) and S < ST < e. We see from this that the finite
family Q for (S,~1) has gaps f(e,a) = f(e,a) — (f(e,a0) + 1) > a5 + 1. Let
Y2 = 03 + 1+ as. Then by MIH with @) we obtain (#,,,0,Q) F§i | ., E.

It remains to show v2 < yw. If [W,S) Ndom(Q) = 0, then 0% = v =
6% +1(ay + 1), where 6% < 63 by the claim. Otherwise 6 = v = &5, for the
least U € [W,S)Ndom(Q). In each case v < yw follows from a1 +1+a5 < f(e,a).
Case 2. Next consider the case when the last inference is a (cut) of a cut
formula C*) wth max{rk(C),srk(c)} < e. We have an ordinal ap < a such
that (#,,0,Q) F, . —C) = and (}#,,0,Q) F, . C) E.

Let ST = max{W,rk(C)T, (stk(c))"} < e, and g = 5& +1-a;. SIH yields
(Mo 0. Q) Kl i ~C 2 and (Ko, 0,Q1) Fgi oo C17), 5, where

a1 = f(e,ap) = @sier1(ap) and Q is a finite family for (ST, ~vg1). A (cut) yields
(H+4,0,Q) Fat by 2 ST = W, then we are done. Assume W < ST. Then
W<Se St “

Case 2.1. S € {Q}ULSt: Cut-elimination 28 with dom(Q)N (S, ST) = 0 yields

(Hm ,0,Q) Fgfgﬂgfﬁﬂ = for as = @gi(a1+1). Let az = f(S,a2) = @psisii(az) <

Psrer1(a) = fle,a) by S < ST < e. We see (H,,,0,Q) F8% 5., © from
domgi (Q) = domg(Q) for S € {Q} U LSt, and Q; is a finite family for (S,7yst),
which has gaps f(e,a) > as + 1. Moreover we see (5&} +1I-a3 <~w. By MIH
with S < e we obtain (Hy,,0,Q) by ; w ., =

Case 2.2. S =T € SSt: Cut-elimination 28 with dom(Q) N (S,ST) = 0 yields
(Hrs,©,0Q) l—gfs)sfﬁy E, where as = pgi (a1 + 1) < @ster1(a) = f(e, a).

As in Case 1.2, we obtain ({#0) by Lemmas and B9 with a3 = psi3(az),
as = Psioras)(as) < f(e,a) and y1 = vgr + L. We see v, 08 + 1+ a5 < yw for
as = f(S,a4) = @ststi(as) < @syet1(a) = f(e,a) and the lemma as in Case
1.2. When W < S < e, the lemma follows from MIH.

Other cases (\/), (A) and (X—rfl) on Q are seen from STH. O

Let us prove Theorem [[L1l Let Sy F 8% for a Y-sentence 6. By Embedding
E14 pick an m > 0 so that (H, 0; 0) Fﬂ'fy:rm 62 (). Cut-elimination @18 yields
(Hr, 0;0) Fre 0L2; 0 for a = wy (T2 4+ m) < wpmr1(I+1). Then Collapsing E20
yields (Ha41,0;0) F5 0720 for 8 = yy(a) € LS with & = w™* = wp iy (I-2+
m) > f. Capping .l then yields (#H.,,0,0) Fg,ﬁ,ﬁ,'yo 6% where v9 = a + 1,
6Le = (#%2)® and () is a finite family for (3,7o).
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Now let 5 < A =T(8) < I be the next strongly critical number as the base
of the f-function. In what follows each finite function is an f : A — T'(A). Let
a = ¢p.241(B) and the least stable ordinal Sy = Qf. By Lemma [5.12 we obtain
(Mg 0,0) 18, 550 s, 077 for 75, = 8 +1-f(B,8) =+ -a<y+I2

Cut-elimination L.28 yields (Hs,,0,0) Fq's 5, 6L for a; = g, ().
32590575

In a witnessed derivation of this fact, there occurs no (degenerated or non-
degenerated) inference (rfls(p, e, f)) nor no (Taut) since there is no successor
stable ordinal S < Sy, cf. Definition Hence (H., ,0;0) I—;f‘;so 62 (.
(H,0;0) l—:;fs,YSO 6Ls;( follows from Collapsing A21] for v = 45, + a1 + 1 and
0 = Yalvs, + a1) with the epsilon number a;. Cut-elimination EI§ yields
(H,0;0) F;f;;ié) 6Fs;(). We see that 6% is true by induction up to s(d),

where § < Y (Wmi2(I+1)) < Yalersr)-

6 Some ordinals in well-foundedness proof

In this section we introduce some ordinals needed in well-foundedness proof.

In [1I] the following Lemmas and are shown. Lemma is used in
showing the finiteness of the sequence pg = p1 = p2 = ---, cf. Definition B.2T]
and Lemma Lemma is needed in showing Corollary

Definition 6.1 Let A <1 be a strongly critical number.

1. For £ < ¢ (0), aa(€) denotes an ordinal defined recursively by ax(0) =0,
and an(§) =D i<, Ob (W - an(&); A) when & =np 32, O, (s A) in (@).

2. For irreducible functions f : A — ©a(0) with base A let us associate
ordinals oa(f) < ©a(0) as follows. o0x(@) = 0 for the empty function
f=0. Let {0} Usupp(f) = {0=co <1 <+ <en}, flei) =& < @a(0)
for i > 0, and { = 0. Define ordinals (; = oa(f;¢;i) by (n = w-aa (&), and
G=w- a/\(gi) + 90'L+1_Ci (Ci-i—l + 17A) Finally let OA(f) =( = OA(f; CO)'

3. For d ¢ {0} Usupp(f), let oa(f;d) = 0if f? = (. Otherwise ox(f;d) =
Oc—a(oa(f;c) + 1;A) for ¢ = min(supp(f)).

Lemma 6.2 Let f : A — @p(0) be an irreducible finite function with base
A defined from an irreducible function g : A — pa(0) and ordinals ¢,d as
Jollows. f. = g, ¢ < d € supp(g) with (c,d) Nsupp(g) = (c,d) Nsupp(f) = 0,
fle) < gle) + 0a—c(g(d); A) - w, and f <% g(d), cf Definition [3Z3(6). Then
oa(f) < oa(g) holds.

Lemma 6.3 For irreducible finite functions f,g : A — ©a(0) with base A,
assume f <9 g. Then on(f) < oa(g) holds.
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6.1 Props

In this subsection an ordinal ps(«) and a pair g(a) = (g1(a), gz(a)) are intro-
duced for ordinal terms «. These are needed to show that there is no infinite
sequence {pn, kn}n such that pg <'S, x, € {I[p,]} U {pi¥ : & > 0} and either
Prt1 = piF =k, or ppyy < 71 for 7 < I[p,] = Ky, cf. Proposition [6.9] Lemmas
and [.34

Definition 6.4 Let S = TT € SSt. For a € H.)(S), the prop ps(a) of a
denotes an ordinal term defined recursively as follows.

1. ps(I) =ps(a) =0ifa < T

In what follows assume [ # a > T.

2. ps(a) = max;<m ps(a;) if a =ao+ -+ + am.

ps(a) = max{ps(b), ps(c)} if a = gbe.
3. ps(a) = ps(k) if a € {I[x]} U {!" : n > 0} for a x € L(S).
4. ps(UT) = ps(U) for T < U € St.

5. For ps(SCi(f)) = max{ps(b) : b € SCi(f)}, let

. max{ps(k), ps(a),ps(SCi(f))} ifx>S
ps(¥f(a)) = { max{a,ps(a)} ifr=5

ps(k) ifk<S
Proposition 6.5 Let S € SSt and o = ¢Sf(a), B = YI(b) with {o, 8} C
Hew(S).

1. Let ¢ € Hp(B) with ps(c) # 0. Then there exists a subterm v € Hp(B) of
¢ such that v <'S and ps(y) = ps(c).

2. ps(SCi(f)) < ps(a) = max{a, ps(a)} holds.

3. ps(B) < ps(a) if B<a.

4. Let 6 < a < B with § < 8. Then ps(f) < ps(a).

5. Let {~,8} C How(S). Then ps(y) < ps(0) if v < 6.

Proof. By induction on Zc.
By (I0) in Definition we obtain SCy(f) C Hu(SCi(a)).

By induction on ¢b, we see b € H,(SCi(a)) = ps(b) < max{a,ps(a)}.
We show Propositions and simultaneously by induction on £3 + fa.
If @ = b, then ps(8) = ps(e). Let b < a. We can assume a < ¢ = ps(b).
By Proposition G5 pick a shortest subterm v € Hy(8) NS C B of b such that
v < S and ps(y) = ps(b) = ¢ for b € Hp(B). Then v < & = f(c) for some h
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and v < 8. If § < «, then IH yields ¢ = ps(d) < ps(«). Assume v < o < § with
~ < 6. TH for Proposition [GHMA then yields ¢ < ps(a).

Next let a < b. Pick a subterm 7 of a term in {a} U SCi(f) such that
B<neHy(ax) and n <S. Let n < (d) = o for some h and d. Then we
obtain § < o, and IH yields ps(8) < ps(o) = ps(n). On the other hand we have
ps(n) < max{a,ps(a)} by Proposition G52 Hence ps(5) < ps(«).

G Pick a subterm 7 of a term in {a} U SCi(f) such that 6 < n € Hy(w),
n < S and ps(n) < max{a, ps(a)} by Proposition EHE Let n < ¢%(d) = o for
some h and d. Then we obtain § < o. If 8 < o, then IH for Proposition G.53]
yields ps(8) < ps(o) = ps(n) < ps(a). Otherwise we obtain § < o < § with

6 < 3. IH yields ps(8) < ps(0) < ps(a).
This is seen by induction on £~ + £ using Propositions and
O

The set Cr of strongly critical numbers in OT'(I) is divided to Cr = LS U
SStUU{L(S) : S € SSt} U (Cr N (2 + 1)), cf. Definition 325

Definition 6.6 Let S € SSt and « € L(S).

1. Let us associate ordinals go(a), gi(a) and go(a) as follows.

(a) go(a) = ga(a) =0 for a ¢ V.

(b) If p <'S, then let go(p) = g5(p) = 80(¢1,)(0)) = &5 (Yupe) (b)) = Ps(p)
for every b. Also ga(p) = or(m(p)) +1 for m(p) : I — ¢1(0) with base

I, and g2 () (b)) = 0.

(c) Let p < S and a <f 7 € {I[p]} U {p™ : k > 0}, where a # 1y, (b)
for any b if 7 = I[p]. Let gj(o) = go(p). Let B € M, be such that
=Blp/S]. L ae¥,let g;(a) = gi(B) for i =0,2.

2. Let us define ordinals g (o) and g;(a) as follows. Let A = w + w.

(a) Let p <S. Then g/ (p) = A&(?) and g;(p) = Ao (P)+1
(b) Let p € L(S) be such that o = x € {I[p]} U{(¢y(a)™, p™ : & > 0}.
Let g1 (a) = g} (a) + X&)
i. gi(pt*) =gl(p) + X&) . k for k > 0.
ii. o< pf*: gl(a) =gi(p) +1&@) . (k1) for k > 0.
iii. g; (I[]) = gi(p) + A=) - (w +1).
iv. a <I[p): g1(a) = gi(p) + A&
v. g1 ((Yr)(a)) ™) = gi(p) + X&) - (w + k) for k > 0.
vi. a < (Y (a)*: gl (a) = gl (p) + A& - (w+k — 1) for k > 0.

Let g(a) = (g1(a), g2(w)).

Proposition 6.7 Let b = po(a) for a € L(S) N ¥ with S € SSt. Then
SCi(ga(a)) C i1(b) and b € Hyp(¢1(b)). Moreover po(a) < gf(a).
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Proof. By induction on fo. We obtain b € Hy(11(b)) by SCi(b) C ¢r(b).
Case 1. o =< ¢(b) with an S € SSt, and f = m(«): We obtain ¢ < b by
@) if S = (¢u(c))™, and o < S < ¢(b). We obtain SCi(gz(e)) C SCi(f) for
go(a) = o1(f) + 1. By ([@0) and () we obtain SCi(f) C Hp(a) NI. Hence
SCi(gz(a)) C Hy(¢r(b)) NI C 2u(b).

On the other hand we have po(a) = b < ps(a) = g ().
Case 2. p <S € SSt, a <7 e {I[p]} U{p™ : k> 0} and a = B[p/S] for a
B € M,: Then b = pp(a) = po(f), and IH yields SCi(gz(a)) = SCi(g2(8)) C
P1(b) for ga(a) = ga(f), and po(B) < gi(5). On the other hand we have
gh(e) = go(p) = ps(p) > po(p) = ¢ with M, = H.(p). Thus it suffices to show
g5(8) < po(p) for B € He(p) by induction on £8. If < ¢ (d) with a T € SSt,
then gi(8) = go(8) = pr(B) = max{d,pr(d)}. We obtain d < ¢ and d € H.(p).
IH yields pr(d) < c.

Next let § = ~[r/T] with a v € M,. Then g§(5) = gi(r) and 7 € M,. IH
yields g5(7) < po(p)- o

Proposition 6.8 Let 71 € L(S)U{S} and S € SSt.
For p,n <71, if p <, then go(p) < go(n).

Proof. By induction on £p.

Case 1. 71 =S: Let n < a = z/JSf(a) and p < B = ¢I(b). Then go(n) =
ps(n) = ps(a) and go(p) = ps(p) = ps(B). If 8 < a, then Proposition GG
yields ps(5) < ps(a). Suppose p < a < 5 with p < 5. We obtain ps(8) < ps(«@)
by Proposition

Case 2. 71 # S: Let kK < S be such that either 77 < s or 71 <% T[x].
Then go(p) = go(p1) and go(n) = go(m) for p1 = plk/S|™" and my = nlk/S|™",
cf. Definition B34 for uncollapsing. We obtain p1 < 11, p1 < TlT and 7y < Tf for
7 = 7[k/S]7L. TH with £p; < £p yields go(p1) < go(m1)- O

Proposition 6.9 Let S € SSt, p < 71 € L(S) U {S}, and o < o™, where
o™ < 1 € {I[p]} U{p* : & > 0}. Then go(a) < go(p).

Proof. We may assume that either o = p or o = 1y, (7) for a 7. By induction
on La we show go(a) < go(p).

Case 1. p < S: Let p <X 8 = ¢{(b). Then go(p) = ps(vd(b)
HTb(i/)Sg(b)) we see prim (D) < prim(Yrim (b)) = b < ps(¢5(b)) =
™ > S.

Case 1.1. 0 =p: Let a < @bgﬁm (c1) = (¥ (c)) [p/S], where hy = h[p/S] # 0,
c1 = c[p/S] and p'™ = ST[p/S]. Then go(a) = pgim (Vgim(c)). We have
p < Ph,.(c) € M, C Hy(p), and hence ¢ < b. We obtain pgim(c) < pgim(b) by
Proposition

Case 1.2. 0 = ty,(71) for a y1: Let o =< wg%m (c1) = (Y2 () [p/S], where
hi = hlp/S] # 0, c1 = c[p/S] and o = T[p/S] with T = ¢(7) and 11 = v[p/S].
Then go(a) = prim (Y2, (c)). We have ¢, (c) € M,. As in Case 1.1 we see
psim (Vi (€)) < psim (Ypim (b)) from S < TT™ ie., from S < T = 4y(7) € LS.
Case 2. p < 71 #S: Let A < S be such that either a <% A% or o <% T[\].

). From b €
go(p) for any
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Then go(a) = go(a1) with @ = a1[N/S] and go(p) = go(p1) with p = p1[\/S].
We have p1 < (7[A/S]™1)T and oy < (o[A/S]™1)™ with o = p or o = Yy, (7)
for a . If (7[A\/S]7H)T € SSt, then we obtain go(a1) < go(p1) by Case 1.
Otherwise IH with fa; < fa yields the assertion. a

Proposition 6.10 Let {o, 8} C L(S) with an S € SSt. If o < B, then gff(a) <
go(5)-

Proof. Let p,n < S be such that either a = p or a < x € {I[p]}U{p™ : k > 0},
and either 3 =nor B <F o € {I[n]}U{n™ :m > 0}. Then p <n by a < f.
Proposition 6.8 yields g§(a) = go(p) < go(n) = g5(8). O

Definition 6.11 A finite set R(n) C ¥ is defined.

1. Let n < I. v € R(n) holds iff there exists an SSt 3 S < n such that
vy € LS)N Y.

2. Let n € L(S) with an S € SSt. v € R(n) holds iff v € ¥ and one of the
following holds:

(a) v <.

(b) There exist 7 € L(S) and m > 0 such that n < I[7], and v <® I[7] or
¥ <R ptm,

(c) There exist 7 € L(S) and n,m > 0 such that n < 71", v <% 71™ and
m < n.

(d) There exist 7 € L(S), p and m > 0 such that n < I[7], p <I[7], p <7
and y <% ptm.

(e) There exist 7 € (L(S) U {S}) N SSt™, p and « such that n,p < T,
p<n,v="we{llp}u{p™:m >0}

Note that R(n) C L(S) if n € L(S), and vy~ =5~ =T for every 7,7 € L(S)
with S = TT.

Proposition 6.12 Let n € |JgLS(S), and n > v = ¢f(a) € ¥ with m < .
Assume v € R(n), and let T be maximal such that v <7 <mn. Thenn >71 € V.

Lemma 6.13 Let n € L(S) with S € SSt. Then gi(v) < g5(n), () <z g(N)
and SCy(g2(7)) C ¢u(b) for v € R(n) and b = g(n).

Proof.

Case 1. v < n: We have gi(v) = gi(n). If n € ¥, then gi1(n) = gi(y) and
g2(7) < g2(n) by Lemmal6.2l Otherwise g1(y) < g1(n). In what follows assume
~v A n. We claim that g1 (7) < g1(n).

Case 2. 1 <71, v <F n with {n < 7} C {[[7]} U {r™ : m > 0} for a
7 € L(S), cf. Definitions and We have gi(7) = gh(n) = gi(v)
and gi(n) = gi(1) + X&) . (a+1) for an @ < A = w+w. If y < 7, then
g1(7) = gl (1) + X&) . (B + 1) with 8 < a. Otherwise let ¢ < 75 be such that
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v <o € SStM oy <F k1 € {T[o]} U {o™™ : m > 0}. We obtain go(o) < go(7)
by Proposition 59}, and g1 () = g} (1) + A8 (7). 8+ with § < Aeo(@)+1 < \eo(r),
Case 3. p,n <7 € {I[r]}U{r™ :n >0}, p<nand v < k€ {I[p]} U{pi™:
m > 0}, cf. Definitions and We have gi(1) = gi(n) = g5(v),
gi(p) = g1 (1) + X&) - for an a < A, gi(n) = gi(p) + A7), and gi(y) =
g} (p) + 6 for § < X&o(7) by Proposition 6.9

Case 4. p,n < S, p < nand v <% x € {I[p]} U {p!™ : m > 0}, cf. Definition
BIN2e We have gi(n) = go(n) > go(p) = g5 (p) = g5(7), g1(n) = A+, and
gl (p) = X&) where go(p) < go(n) by Proposition 6.8 On the other hand we
have gy (7) = g} (p) + & with § < A& (P)+1,

Thus g(7) <iz g(n) is shown. In each case ¢ = po(y) < gh(v) < gj(n) = b
holds by Proposition We obtain ¥(c) < ¢1(b) by ¢ € Hc(¢r(c)) and b €
Hp(¢1(b)). On the other hand we have SCi(g2(vy)) C vi(c) by Proposition
Hence SCr(g2(7)) C ¢u(b). a

Proposition 6.14 Let {a1, 8} C L(S) for an' S € SSt, a1 = v (a) < Ph(c) =
B and B € Ho(ar). Then ¢ < a and gi(B) < gi(a).

Proof. By induction on 8. We have ¢ € K,,(8) < a, and {0,c} C Hq(aq).
We show g§(8) < h(ay). First let 8 < S. We show g§(8) = ps(8) < gilaa).
We can assume 0 = S by IH. Let v = ¢Z(b) be a proper subterm of 3. If
v € Ko, (B), then b < a. If v < aq, then gi(v) < gi(a1) by Proposition [6.10
Second let p < Sand 8 < x € {I[p]}U{p™ : k > 0}. Then g}(B) = ps(p). If
a1 < p, then p € Hy(a1) and ps(p) < gi(aq) by the first case. Let p < oy < B.
Then we obtain gi(a) = ps(p) = g5(5). O

6.2 Coefficients

In this subsection we introduce coefficient sets &£(«), Gs(a), Fx (), kx () of
a € OT(I) for X C OT(I), each of which is a finite set of subterms of a. These
are utilized in our well-foundedness proof. Roughly £(«) is the set of subterms
of the form 9/ (a), and Fx(a) [kx(a)] the set of subterms in X [subterms not
in X], resp.

Definition 6.15 For terms «, x,d € OT'(I), finite sets E(a), G (), F5(a), ks ()
OT(I) are defined recursively as follows.

L E(a) =0 for a € {0,921, 1} E(am + -+ a0) = U<, E(i). E(0BY) =
EB)UE(). ) =E(pT) = Elp). EWL(a) = {¥L(a)}.
2. Ale) = U{AB) : B € E(a)} for A € {G,., Fy, ks}.

3.
vt = { Glmausau) s<e
T, a ; a
FX(‘/%{(Q)) _ { f;ji{r(({a)} YU SCi(f)) Z%Ea% §§

45



s

kx (¢ (a)) :{ é¢£(a)}UkX({W7a}USCH(f)) zf

N,
—~
S

K

4. For a € {I[p], p'}

{a} a<$
Gs(a) = { Gs(p) 6<a

For A € {K;,Gs, Fs, ks} and sets X C OT(I), A(X) :=U{A(a) : a € X}.

Definition 6.16 S(n) denotes the set of immediate subterms of 1 when 1 ¢
E(n). For example S(p87) = {8,7}. S(n) i= 0 when n € {0,021}, S(I[p]) =
S(p™) = {p}, S(n) = {n} when n € £(n).

Proposition 6.17 For {a,d,a,b,p} C OT (D),
1. Gs(a) < a.
2. a € Ho(b) &b < p= Gs(a) C He(b).

Proof. These are shown simultaneously by induction on fa. It is easy to see
that
Gs(a) 2 8= <& <l (41)

BI70 Consider the case a = 1/ (a) with § < 7, 7 < p and p € SSt. Then
Gs(a) = Gs({m,a} U SC1(f)). On the other hand we have SCi(f) U {m,a} C
Hq (). Proposition6 IR with (41) yields Gs(SCi(f)U{m,a}) C Ho(a)N7 C a.
Hence G5(a) < a.

Next let o = I[p], p! with 6 < a. Then Gs(a) = Gs(p). By IH we have
Gs(p) < p < a. Hence Gs(a) < a.
Since Gs(a) < a by Proposition [G.T7 we can assume « > b.

Consider the case a = 9{(a) with § < 7. Then SCy(f)U{m,a} C Ha(b) and
Gs(a) = Gs(SCi(f) U{m,a}). TH yields the lemma.

Next let a = I[7],77 with § < @. Then Gs(a) = Gs(7) and 7 < . bUp F
o € Hq(b) yields 7 € Hy(b). TH yields the lemma. O

Proposition 6.18 If 8 & Hq(Y) and Kx(8) < a, then there exists a v €
Fx(B) such that H,(Y) #~v € X.

Proof. By induction on ¢§. Assume § & Hq() and Kx(8) < a. By IH we
can assume that 8 = f(b). If 8 € X, then 3 € Fx (), and v = j3 is a desired
one. Assume 8 € X. Then we obtain Kx(8) = {b} UKx({b, s} USCi(f)) < a.
In particular b < a, and hence {b,x} U SCi(f) ¢ Ho(Y). By IH there exists a
v € Fx({b,k} USCi(f)) = Fx(B) such that H,(Y) #~v € X. O
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7 Well-foundedness proof with the maximal dis-
tinguished sets

In this section working in the second order arithmetic ¥3-DC + BI, we show the
well-foundedness of the notation system OT'(I) up to each o < Q. The proof is
based on distinguished classes, which was first introduced by Buchholz [4].

An ordinal term ¢ in OT'(I) is said to be regular if 1f(a) is in OT'(I) for some
f and a. Reg denotes the set of regular terms. In this section we need the next
regular ordinal above an ordinal « in defining distinguished sets. Although it is
customarily denoted by a, it is hard to discriminate ot from the next stable
ordinal af. Therefore let us write for a < I, a*' = min{o € §St : 0 > a}
for the next stable ordinal af, and at’ = min{oc € Reg : 0 > a} for the next
regular ordinalloﬁ, when a confusion likely occurs. Let ot := at’ = oo if
a>1 Let o :=max{c € St;U{0}:0 < a} when a < I, and = =T if
a > 1 Since $St C Reg, we obtain at’ < at' and 8 < o if 8 < o € St since
each o € St is a limit of regular ordinals.

7.1 Distinguished sets

In this subsection we establish elementary facts on distinguished classes.

X,Y,Z,... range over subsets of OT(I), while X',),... range over classes,
which are definable by second-order formulas in the language of arithmetic. We
define sets C*(X) C OT'(I) for o € OT'(I) and X C OT'(I) as follows.

Definition 7.1 For «, 5 € OT(I) and X C OT(I), let us define a set C*(X)
recursively as follows.

1. {0,Q, T} U (X Na) C C*X).

2. Let (an + -+ ay) € OT(I) with {a1,...,a,} CC*(X). Then (aq+---+
a,) € C*(X).

3. Let pBvy € OT'(I) with {8,7} C C*(X). Then @By € C*(X).

4. Let wg(ﬁ) € OT(I) with {o, 8} U SC1(f) C C*(X). Then wg(ﬁ) €C*(X)
if o > a.

5. Let I[p] € OT(I) with p € C*(X). Then I[p] € C*(X) if I[p] > .

6. Let p! € OT(I) with p € C*(X). Then p' € C*(X) if pT > a.
Proposition 7.2 Assume Vy > a[y € P =~ € C?(P)] for a set P C OT(I).

1. a < B=CP(P) CcCYP).

2. a<f<at = CAP)=C(P).
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Proof. We see by induction on ¢v (y € OT'(I)) that
VB> aly € CP(P) =y €C*(P)U (PN B) (42)

For example, if 1/ (§) € C(P) with 7 > 8 > « and {r,6} U SCy(f) C C*(P) U
(PN p), then m € C*(P), and for any v € {3} U SCi(f), either v € C*(P) or
yePNB. Ify<a,theny € PNa CC¥P). fa<~ve€ PNp, theny e CV'(P)
by the assumption, and by IH we have v € C*(P) U (P N~), i.e., v € C*(P).
Therefore {m,5} U SCi(f) C C*(P), and {(5) € C*(P).

Using @2) we see from the assumption that V3 > afy € CP/(P) = v €

< B < at’. Then by Proposition [[20] we have C?(P) C

CO‘(P .y € C¥P ) = v € CP(P) is seen by induction on ¢y using the facts
_0

at’ m

Definition 7.3 1. Prg[X,Y]:©Vae X(XNaCY s a€Y).

2. For a definable class X', TI[X] denotes the schema:
TI[X] & Prg[X,Y] — X C Y holds for any definable classes V.

3. For X C OT(I), W(X) denotes the well-founded part of X.
4. WolX] 1= X € W(X).
Note that for « € OT'(I), W(X) Na =W (X Na).
Definition 7.4 For P,X C OT(I) and v € OT'(I) N1, let
Wg(P) = W(C“(f))) 1 1
DJ[P;X] = PNy~ =XNvy &WolXNy™ & (43)
Va (7*1 <a<PoWeP)Nnat' = Pmoﬁ")
wWi(Xx) = | J{pcorm: Dj[p; X}
Di[X] & WolX]& Wy (7 <X SWI(X)Nyt =X 7+1) (44)
W=w, = (J{Xcor®: D X]}

A set P is said to be a 0-distinguished set for v and X if DJ[P; X], and a set
X is a 1-distinguished set it D1[X].

Observe that in $3-AC, W&(P) is II, DJ[P; X] is A}, W] (X) is X3, and
Dy[X]is AL. Hence W is a Xi-class.

Let a € P for a 0-distinguished set P for v < I and X. If a <7 ' then
o € X with Wo[X]. Otherwise W(C*(P)) Nat’ = W§(P)Nnat’ =P nat
with o < a*’. Hence P is a well order.

Proposition 7.5 Let D][P; X] and v~ <aeP. ThenVB >~ [a € CP(P).
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Proof. Let DJ[P; X] and 7~ < a € P. We obtain a € PNat = W(C*(P))N
at’ c C*(P). Hence V6 > v~ (5 € P = 6 € C°(P)), and a € CA(P) for any
’y’l < B < a by Proposition [Z.2Il Moreover for 3 > a we have a € PN B C
CA(P). i

Proposition 7.6 Let DJ[P; X], DJ|Q; X] and v~ < . Then PNa = QNa =
V8 < at{Ch(P)n T =P N BT

Proof. Assume that PN = QNa and o < 8 < at’. We obtain C*(P) =
C*(Q). On the other hand we have v~ < o < § € P = § € C°(P).
Hence C#(P) = C*(P) and similarly for C#(Q) by Proposition There-
fore C8(P) = C%(Q).

O

Propositior; 7.7 Let DOS[P;X], DY[Q: X] and v~ < a. Then o < P& a <
Q= Pnat =Qnat’ .

Proof. We obtain PNy~ = XNy~ =QN~~ and Wol[PUQ)]. It suffices to
show Prg[R,PNQ] for R={8 € PUQ: < B< a+0}. Let v~ < B<at’
with 8 € P. Then 8 € WZ(P)n gt = W(CP(P))nA*+". On the other
hand we have PN 3 = Q N B8 by IH. Proposition [7:6] yields C#(P) N +° =
CA(@Q) N BT, and hence B € W(CA(Q) N B = W (Q) npt’. It B < o,
then W2(Q)N T = Qnp+’ by DI[Q; X] and v~ < a < Q. Hence f € Q.
Suppose o < 8 < a*’. Then C#(Q) = C*(Q) by Proposition [ZAZ Therefore
B e Wg@Q)N o’ =Qnat’ by DJ[Q; X] and ~4~" < a < Q. The converse
direction f € Q = [ € P is similarly seen. a

Lemma 7.8 (X3-CA)

Suppose Wo[Xﬂ”fl]. Then WY (X) is the mazimal 0-distinguished set for v and
X, i.e., DIWY(X); X] and 3Y(Y = W}(X)). In particular W) (X) N~ =
XNyt

Proof. XNy~ = W7 (X)Ny~ is seen by the definition [@3). Next let D][P; X]
and v~ < a < P. We obtain W&(P)Na™’ = Pnat’ c WY (X)Na*’ by @3).
Let DJ[Q; X] and S € Qnat’. Weshow B € P. If v~ < 3, then 8 € QnB*’ =
PN ﬁ+0 by Proposition [[7] Otherwise § € Q N 7_1 =XnN 1_1 =PnN 7_1.
Therefore we obtain W& (P) Na™ = PNnat = W)(X)Na™ . In particular
Pna=W/(X)Na, and hence C*(P) = C*(W/(X)). Therefore W(P) =
W(C*(P)) = W({C*W](X))) = W§W/{(X)). This shows DJ[W](X); X].
The axiom %3-CA yields Y (Y = W] (X)). O

Lemma 7.9 Let D1[X] andy € X C L. Then v € WY (X)N~T =X Nyt
v eWJ(X)Nyt =X N~*" and DY[X; X] holds. In particular v € C7(X).
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Proof. We obtain v € W/ (X) N v =X Nyt by D1[X] and v € X. Lemma
with Wo[X] yields Dj[W;(X); X], and DJ[X; X] follows. We obtain v €
Wy(X)nyt’ =Xxnyt’ by <yeX. O

Proposition 7.10 Let D1[X], a <y€ X and a € C"(X). Then a € X.

Proof. Lemma [7.9 with v < 4F yields v € W(C7(X)) Nyt = WJ(X) N
A= XNyt vy > aeCV(X) yields a € WJ(X)NAyt = XNyt
O

Proposition 7.11 Let D;[X].
1. Let {a, 8} C X witha+ B =a#0 anda>0. Theny=a+ € X.
2. If {a, B} C X, then paf € X.

Proof. Proposition is seen by main induction on o € X with subsidiary
induction on 8 € X using Proposition [ Tl We show Proposition [.TTIIl By
Lemma [79 we obtain @ € X Ny+ = WJ(X) Nyt with 47 = ot . We see
that o+ 8 € W (X) = W(C(X)) by induction on € X N C C7(X). ]

Lemma 7.12 1. Let X and Y be 1-distinguished sets.
Theny< X&v<Y = XNyt =Y Nyt

2. W is the 1-maximal distinguished class, i.e., Di[W].

3. For a family {Y;}jes of 1-distinguished sets, the union'Y = J;c;Y; is
also a 1-distinguished set.

Proof. Let v < X and v < Y. By the definition ([@4)) we obtain
WY(X)nyt = XNyt and W) (Y)Nyt =Y Nyt . We show Prg[(XUY)N
AL XNY] Let B (XUY)NAt and XN B =Y NpB. First let v~ < 8.
Then W) (X) = W (Y), and hence 8 € X NY. Second let =" < B <y~ < 1.
We obtain W (X) = WP(Y), 8 < X and 8 < Y. We obtain X N g+ =
W2 X)npt =WP(Y)n BT =Y N BT by the definition @).

and These follow from Lemma [7.12/] ]

Lemma 7.13 1. C'W)nI=wnl=W({C'(W))NL

2. (BI) For each n < w, TI[C'W) Nw,(I + 1)], i.e., for each class X,
Prg[C'W), X] = C'W) Nw,(I+1) C X.

3. Foreach n < w, C'(W)Nw,(I+1) C W(CY(W)). In particular {1, w,, I+
D} c w(c(w)).
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Proof. a € C'W)NT = a € W is seen by induction on fo using
Proposition[TITland LemmalZI2Rl Since W is well-founded, we obtain C'(W)N
I=w(C'wW))nL

We show TI[CY (W) Nw,(I+1)] by metainduction on n < w. Let D{[Y].
We obtain Wo[Y], and TI[Y] follows from (BI). We have C}(W)NI =WnI,
and WN~yt =Y nat fory € YNIL We obtain TI[W N 1], from which
TICY W) N (I+ 1)] follows.

Assuming TI[C'W) N w, (I + 1)], TI[CYW) N wpy1 (I + 1)] is seen from
the fact Prg[CY(W), A] — Prg[C*(W), j[A]], where j[A](a)denotes the formula
VB € CI(W) [vy € CE(W) N BA(7) — Vy € CE(W) N (B + w*)A(y)] for a given
formula A. a

7.2 Sets G¥X
In this subsection we establish a key fact, Lemma [[.27 on distinguished sets.

Definition 7.14 ¥ :={a € OT(I) : a € C(X) &C*(X)Na C X}.
Proposition 7.15 Let D1[X] and o € X. Then o € GX.

Proof. By Lemma [l9we obtain a € W§(X) = W(C*(X)). Hence a € C*(X).
On the other side Proposition [[.10 yields C*(X)Na C X. m|

Lemma 7.16 (X1-CA)

Suppose D1[Y] and o € G¥. Let X = W (Y)N at'. Assume that the following

condition (43) is fulfilled. Then o € X and D1[X]. In particular « € W holds.
Moreover if Y = W (Z) with o~ =~7", then a € Y holds.

V8 >a~ (Y nat' <B&p <ot S WEW)NBH ¢ Y) (45)

Proof. If Y = W} (Z) witha~ =~ ,then YNa~ =ZNa~ and W] (Z) =
W(Y). Hence if « € W(Y), then a € Y.
Let P=We(Y)nat =W (€ (Y))Nnat’. By C*(Y)Na CY and Wo[Y]
we obtain
Pna=Yna=C*Y)Na (46)
Hence a € P.
Claim 7.17 ot =4’ &~ e P = v € C'(P).

Proof of Claim [[I7 Let o™ =~ and v € P = W(C*(Y)) nat’. We
obtain v € C*(Y) = C"(Y) by Propositions and Hence Y Ny C
C'Y)Ny=CY)N~. vy € W(C*Y)) yields Y N+ C P. Therefore we obtain
~eCNY) cCr(P). O of Claim [ZI7)

Claim 7.18 D§[P;Y] and o € X.
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Proof of Claim [[ 18 ({@G]) yields P N a~ =YNna . Let o' < B < P. We
show WS (P)n gt =pPnpt.

Case 1. 81’ = at’: We obtain C#(P) = C*(P) by Proposition [[2 and Claim
[[T7 Hence the assertion follows from (6l

Case 2. B+’ < a*’: Then B+’ < a. First let Y Nat < B. Then the
assumption (@F) with o~ < 3 yields W) n B+’ C Y. We obtain wg(P)n
B = Wf(Y) N’ cynpt = Pngt by @6). Tt remains to show
Y Nt c WE(Y). Let y € Y N B+°. We obtain v € Wy (Y) by Lemma
On the other hand we have C#(Y') C C7(Y) by Propositions and
Moreover (@6]) with Propositions[Z.I5 and [[2 yields v € C*(Y)) C C#(Y'). Hence
v e Woﬁ(Y).

Next let 8 <Y Nat . We obtain Y N BT =W (Y)n BT, and g~ =
o~ <B<at =gt with B < 8+’ < a < BT. On the other hand we have
DEWP (Y); Y] by Lemma[Z8 Therefore PN =y Nt = Wi (y)ngt’ =
W (V) ngt* =W (P)n g*° by @EG).

Thus Dg[P;Y] is shown. Hence a € PNat' c W(Y)Nnat = X for the
maximal 0-distinguished set W¢(Y') for o and Y. O of Claim [ T8

Claim 7.19 Suppose o~ <Y. Thena €Y.

1

Proof. Let a~' < Y. Then by Di[Y], (=)~ =a ", ()T =o' and
Claim [ZI8, we obtain o € X = W*(Y)Na™ =Y Nat. O of Claim[Z19

Claim 7.20 D;[X].

Proof of Claim Let B < X = WXY)Nat. Then 8 < o, and
B~ <a <at. Weshow W We(Y))n gt =we(y)ngt'.

Case 1. o~ < f8: By W (Y)n o~ =Y Na with Wo[Y], and a= = 8~
we obtain W (Y) = We(WE(Y)) = WP (Wg(Y)).

Case 2. <o~ and B~ <Y: We obtain 8+ < a~'. Hence We(Y) npt =
Y N Bt = WHY)n B+ by Di[Y]. Therefore W (Y) = WP (W2 (Y)). We
obtain W(Y) N g+ = WEwe(v))n gt

Case 3. f<a~ andY < 3~ ': Then 7 < o~ . Lemmal[Z8 yiclds W/ (Y) N
B+t = Y N BT, On the other hand we have Y N A+ = W(Y) N B+ and
W2(Y)n BT = WlWe(Y))n B+ . Therefore W (W& (Y)) N BT = W (Y)N

gt O of Claim [720
This completes a proof of Lemma [7.16] |

Lemma 7.21 Assume D1[Y],I1>S € Y N(StU{0}) and {0,Q} C Y. Then
st =stew.

Proof. Let us verify the condition (%) in Lemma [Z16 for o = S* . Let
o~ <B. Then o~ =a < B. Hence 't < B+°. (@) holds vacuously.
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Thus it suffices to show that o = ST € GY. «a € C(Y) follows from
S € Y N a, cf. Definition We show v € C*(Y)Na = v €Y by induction
on ¢~. By Proposition[[.T1] and the assumption {0,2} C Y, we can assume S #
v =f(a) < a =S < o cf. Definitions and Suppose S < 7. Then
S € Ha(v), and a = ST € Ha(y) N C 7. We obtain v < S. Lemma [Z.9] with
S €Y and Dy[Y] yields S € WE(Y) NS =Y NSt for WE(Y) = W(CS(Y)),
where V5[§ € Y = 6 € C°(Y)]. We obtain v € C5(Y) by v € C*(Y), S < a and
Proposition [7.2] Il Hence v € W(Y) NS C Y follows. Therefore a € G¥. O

Proposition 7.22 {0,Q}U{Q*:0<k <w} CW.

Proof. For each a € {0,Q} and any set Y C OT(I) we have o € C*(Y). First
let & = 0. We obtain C°(#) Na C 0, and 0 € G°. Moreover D;[f] and there
is no 8 such that B+0 < at’ = Q since Q is the least regular term. Hence the
condition (@) is fulfilled, and we obtain 0 € X = WO() N 0+" with D;[X] by
Lemma [7.16, and DJ[P; 0] for P = W{(0) N 2 by Claim

Next let a = Q. Let v € C*(X)Na. We show that v € X by induction on ¢~y
as follows. We see that each strongly critical number v € C*(X)Na is in X from
Definition [T since none of I[p] and 7+ is below €, and if )/ (8) < Q = a, then
o = . Otherwise v € X is seen from ITH using Proposition [T and 0 € X.
Therefore we obtain a € GX. Let 8t < a". Then T = Q and 8 < Q. Let
v € WI(X)NQ. Then~ € W(CA(X))NQ = W(CO(X))NQ = W(C*(0))nQ = P.
We obtain v € P ¢ WO(@)N0+" = X. Hence the condition (@F) is fulfilled, and
we obtain 2 € W by Lemma [7.16

Q% € W is seen by induction on k from 0 € W and Lemma [T.211 a

Lemma 7.23 (£1-DC)
If a € G, then there exists a 1-distinguished set Z such that {0,Q} C Z,
a€G? and VS € ZN (Stu{Q})St € Z].

Proof. Let a € G". We have a € C*(W). Pick a 1-distinguished set X such
that o € C%(Xp). We can assume {0,Q2} C Xy by Proposition [[221 On the
other hand we have C*(W) N C W and VS € W n (St U {Q})[ST € W] by
Lemma [[2T] We obtain

VVX3Y{D1[X] — Dy[Y]
AN VBeOT U <nABeCHX)Na— LY
A VS e (Stu{Q}) ((S)<nASeX —SteY)}
Since D1[X] is A}, 33-DC yields a set Z such that Zy = X, and
VTL{Dl [Zn] — Dl[Zn+1]
AN VBeOT()(UB<nABeCHZy) Na— B E Zpt1)
A VS e (Stu{Q}) (¢S)<nASeZ, »S € Z,1)}

Let Z = J,, Zn. We see by induction on n that D;[Z,] for every n. Lemma
yields Di[Z]. Let 8 € C*(Z) N a. Pick an n such that g € C*(Z,)
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and /38 < n. We obtain 8 € Z,,1 C Z. Therefore o € GZ. Furthermore let
S e Zn (Stu{Q}). Pick an n such that S € Z, and {(S) < n. We obtain
St e Z,41 C Z. |

Remark 7.24 Lemmal[l.23)is a >.}-statement, which is proved in X3-DC. Alter-
natively we could prove the lemma in ¥1-AC if we assign fundamental sequences
to limit ordinals as in [§].

Proposition 7.25 Let D1]Y] and o € CP(Y). Assume Y N B < §. Then
Fs(a) C CP(Y).

Proof. By induction on fa. Let {0,Q,1} # a € C#(Y). First consider the case
ag&(a). fa €Y NP CGY by Proposition [[I5 then £(a) C C*(Y)Na C
Y € CP(Y) by Proposition [[5l Otherwise we have a ¢ £(a) € CA(Y). In each
case TH yields Fj(a) = F5(£(a)) C CA(Y).

Let a = 1 (a) for some 7, f,a. If a < 4, then Fs(a) = {a}, and there is
nothing to prove. Let a > 4. Then Fs(a) = Fs({m,a} U SCi(f)). On the other
side we see {m,a} U SCyi(f) C CP(Y) from a € C#(Y) and the assumption. TH
yields Fs(a) C CA(Y). o

Proposition 7.26 Let v < . Assume a € C7'(Y) and Gg(a) < . Moreover
assume Y[(6 < ba & § € CY(Y) Ny = § € CA(Y)]. Then a € CA(Y).

Proof. By induction on fa. If o < 7, then a € C7(Y)Ny. The third assumption
yields a € C(Y). Assume o > 7. Consider the case a = tf(a) for some
{m,a} USC(f) cC(Y) and w > ~. If # < 3, then {a} = Gg(a) < v by the
second assumption. Hence this is not the case, and we obtain m > 3. Then
Gs({m,a} U SCi(f)) = Gs(a) < 7. IH yields {m,a} U SCi(f) C C(Y). We
conclude a € C#(Y) from 7 > f3.

Next let o = I[p], p™ > v with p € C7(Y). If a« < 3, then {a} = Gs(a) < 7,
and this is not the case. Let a > 3. Then Gs(a) = G(p). IH yields p € CA(Y),
and o € CA(Y) by a > B. i

The following Lemma [7.27] is a key result on distinguished classes.

Lemma 7.27 Suppose D1[Y] with {0,Q} C Y, and forn € OT (1), cf. Definition
0.11]

4

negr (47)

RmN{yeOoTM:Y Nyt <4}ng¥ cY (48)
Then n € W. Moreover if Y = W[ (Z) with 17_1 = 7_1, then n € Y holds.

Proof. By Lemma [7.T6 and the hypothesis [@T) it suffices to show {3, i.e.,

Vg (Yﬁn+1 <B&pt <nt’ s why)nst’ cy).
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Assume Y Nt < B and B < nt’. We have to show W(CA(Y)) n g+ =
WE(Y)NBT" C Y. We prove this by induction on v € W(C?(Y))NS+". Suppose
v eCP(Y)n B+’ and

MIH : CP(Y)ny C Y.

We show v € Y. We can assume that
Yt <+ (49)

since if v < & for some § € Y Nyt , then by Y Nt < Band v € CAY) we
obtain 6 < 8, y € CO(Y) and 6 € W(C*(Y))Né+ =Y N by Lemma [0
Hence v € W(CO(Y)) N ot C Y.
Moreover we can assume € StN 3. For otherwise v € (C#(Y)NB)NSt C Y
by Definitions and
We show first
veg” (50)

First v € C7(Y) by v € CA(Y) N 8+ and Proposition [[2l Second we show the
following claim by induction on fo:

aceC"Y)Ny=acY (51)

Proof of (5I). Assume a € C?(Y)N~. We can assume v+ < 3 for otherwise
we have a € CY(Y) Ny =C’(Y) N~y CY by MIH.

By induction hypothesis on lengths, Proposition [[.T1] and {0,Q} C Y, we
can assume that o = 9f(a) for some 7 > v such that {m,a} U SCi(f) C C?'(Y)
since C7(Y) Ny NSt CY by Definitions and
Case 1. § < m: Then Gg({m,a} USCi(f)) = Gg(a) < a < =y by Proposition
6.170 Proposition with induction hypothesis on lengths yields {7, a} U
SCy(f) c CP(Y). Hence a € CP(Y) N~y by 7 > 3. MIH yields a € Y.

Case 2. > m: We have a < v < 7 < 3. It suffices to show that a < Yﬁn*l.
Then by ([@J) we have o < § € Y Nyt for some § < v. CO(Y) 2 a < 6§ €
Y Not = w(e(Y))Not yields a € W(C(Y))Not C Y.

Consider first the case v € £(7). By a = ¥ (a) < v < 7, we can assume that
~v ¢ {0,Q,1}. Then let § = max S(vy) denote the largest immediate subterm of ~.
Then § € C'(Y) N, and by @3), Y Nnt <~ € CP(Y) we have 6 € CA(Y) N .
Hence § € Y by MIH. Also by a < 7, we obtain a < ¢, i.e., « <Y, and we are
done.

Next let v = 19(b) for some b, g and x > 3 by @) and v € C*(Y). We have
a<y<wm<PB<k Let m X pand k X 7 with {p,7} C St. We see p =7 by
Proposition

7 & Hp(7) since otherwise by m < x we would have m < . Then by Propo-
sition 3220l we have a > b and SCi(g) U {k,b} ¢ Hs(a). On the other hand we
have K, (SCi(g9) U{k,b}) < b < a,ie., SCi(g)U{k,b} C Ha(7). By Proposition
pick a § € F,(SCi(g) U {k,b}) such that Hq(a) Z 6 € . In particular
§ < 7. Also we have SCi(g) U {k,b} C CP(Y), Y C G¥ by Proposition [.15]
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and Y N 77+1 < 7 by (@9). Therefore by Proposition with MIH we obtain
a<sellY)nycCY. O of (BI)) and (&0).

Hence we obtain v € G¥. We have v < 81° < nand v € C'(Y). If v € R(n),
then the hypothesis [@8) yields v € Y. In what follows assume v € R(n).

If G, () < 7, then Proposition [7.20 yields v € C"(Y)Nn C Y by n € G¥.

Suppose G(y) = {7v}. This means, by v ¢ St and v £ n, that v < 7 for
arT<mn Ifn<1I then v < I by v & R(n). Hence this is not the case. Let 7
denote the maximal such one. We have v < 7 < nand 7 ¢ SSt and 7 € ¥ by
~v & R(n) and Proposition [6.121 From v € CY(Y) we see 7 € C?(Y). Next we
show that

Gy () <7 (52)

Let 7 = 1/ (b). Then n < k by the maximality of 7, and G, (1) = G, ({s,b} U
SCi(f)) < T by Proposition On the other hand we have 7 € Hq (7).
Proposition [6.172 yields G, (1) C Ha(7y). We see G, (1) < 7 inductively.

(52) is shown. Proposition [[.20] yields 7 € C"(Y), and 7 € C"(Y)Nn C Y
by n € G¥. Therefore Y N 77+1 <y <7 €Y. This is not the case by [@J). We
are done. O

Proposition 7.28 For a; = (a), oy € G¥W = oy € W.

Proof. By Lemma [[.23] pick a 1-distinguished set Z such that {0,Q} C Z,
a1 € GZ and VS € Z N (Stu{Q})[St € Z].

Claim 7.29 Let p < a1 and GZ 3 v <% k for a k € {I[p]} U {p'* : k > 0}.
Then v < ZNajy.

Proof of Claim [7.29 Let p < S™ < ay for an S € LStU {Q} and a k > 0. We
show p € Z by induction on fv. First let v = ty,)(b) for some b and o <F k.
Then we obtain I[o] € C7(Z) by v € C7(Z), and 0 € C7(Z)Nvy C Z. Proposition
15 yields o0 € GZ. If 0 = k = I[p], then o € C?(Z) yields p € C°(Z) N C Z.
Otherwise TH yields p € Z. Second let v = 1/)3; (b) € C7(Z) for some f, b and
ol <F k. We obtain 0 € CY(Z)N~y C Z, and 0 € GZ. If 0f = k = pf, then
p=o0 € Z. Otherwise IH yields p € Z.

Now p € Z yields p € C*(Z), and this yields S € C*(Z) N p C Z. Since Z is

closed under T + TT, we obtain v < S™* € Z N ay. O of Claim [7.29]
Since there is no v < ay, we conclude a3 € W by Lemma [7.27] O

Lemma 7.30 For each n < w, the following holds:
Let a € C'OW) Nwy (I + 1) with ¢1(a) € OT (). Then v1(a) € W holds.

Proof. For each n < w, we have TI[C'(W)N (w,(I+1))] by Lemma [T I3 We
show the lemma by induction on a € CY(W) Nw, (I + 1). Assume

IH :& Vb e C'(W) Na (vi(b) € OT(I) = ¢ (b) € W)
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Let a; = ¢(a) € OT(I) with a € C'(W) Nw, (I + 1). By Proposition it
suffices to show a; € GW.

From a € CY(W) with oy < I we see oy € C(W). Tt suffices to show the
following claim by induction on ¢4;.

VB € CH W) Nai[fr € W). (53)
Proof of (53). Assume 81 € C** (W) N oy and let
LIH :& Vy € C* W) Naq by < €61 = v € W)].

We show 8; € W. We can assume S; ¢ {0,} by Proposition [[:222]
Case 1. 31 ¢ E(B1): Assume 31 € W. Then B; # I[p],p' for any p by
B1 € C**(W) N a3 and Definition [[Il We obtain S(81) € C** (W) Nay. LIH
yields S(B1) C W. Hence we conclude 8; € W from Proposition [.T1]

Case 2. In what follows consider the cases when 51 = Z(b) for some m,b, g.
We can assume m > a3. Then we see 7 = I and £y = ¢1(b) with b € C**(W).
We obtain b < a by Proposition BI00l and b € Hy(B81). By IH it suffices to
show b € CH(W).

By induction on fc we see that ¢ € Hy(81) = Gi(c) < Bi. For example let
c= *yIm with v1 € LS U {Q} and m > 0. Suppose ¢ > 1. Then 1 € Hy(51).
IH yields {71} = Gi(m1) < B1 € LS, and hence {c} = Gi(c) < S1.

In particular we obtain Gy(b) < 1. Proposition with LIH yields b €
CL(W). This shows (G3)). O

7.3 Layers of stable ordinals

In this subsection we examine ordinals in layers L(S) = {a € OT(I) : « <% S}
for S € SSt.

We show that there is no infinite sequence {p,,%n}n such that py < S,
kn € {I[pn]} U{p/F : k > 0} and either p,11 < pi¥ = Kk, or pyp1 < 71F for
7 < I[pn] = kpn and k > 0, cf. Lemma [.34 Here we need the condition (IIJ)
and the fact that o € M, if a is in the domain of the Mostowski collapsing
a — afp/S], cf. Definition and Proposition [[33l

Let k(v{(a)) = {x,a} USCi(f) and h(v{(a)) = {a, &5 (] (a))}-

Proposition 7.31 Let Z be a 1-distinguished set such that {0,Q} C Z and
VS € ZN(Stu{Q})[St € Z]. Assume 1(b) € Z and for v10 = v

MIH(b; Z) = VT € (St U{Q}) N Z¥y € L(T) N¥
[k(v) cCi(Z)&n(y) cC(Z)nb={I[}u{y": k<w}C Z].

Then for any © C Z, Hyp(©) C CH(Z) holds.

Proof. Let © C Z. Assuming v € H,(0), we show v € C'(Z) by induction on
ly. Let v € ©. By IH and Proposition [T} we can assume v = 1 (a) with
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k(v) C Hp(©). TH yields {x,a} C k(y) C CY(Z). If k =T and f = (), then we
obtain v = ¢y(a) < Y1(b) =6 € Z. a € CY(Z) C CO(Z) yields v € C°(Z)NJ C Z.

Let k < Tand v € L(S) with S = TT and T € StU{Q}. We claim that T € Z
and h(y) € CY(Z)Nb. We have k € CH(Z) NI C Z. We obtain k € GZ. Let
p < S be such that either p = & or k < o € {I[p]} U {p'* : k > 0}. We obtain
p € Z,and p € GZ, from which we see S € C*(Z), and T € C*(Z)Np C Z.

On the other, IH yields a € C'(Z) Nb. We show g(y) € C{(Z) N b.

If v < 'S, then gi(v) = ps(y0) for v < v = ¥ (c). IH with ps(yo) € Hp(O)
yvields ps(70) € C}(Z). On the other hand we have ps(y0) < b by 7o € Hp(O).

Next let p < S and v <% o € {I[p]} U {p™ : k > 0}. Then gj(v) = gi(p).
We obtain p € H,(0). IH yields gj(p) € C'(Z) Nb.

Therefore MIH(b; Z) yields {I[y]} U {y™* : k <w} C Z. O

Proposition 7.32 1. Let v1 = v[p/S|™! and {S,vy} C CP(Z). Then 1 €
cr(2).

2. v € Hp(p) NCP(Z) = v € Hp(CP(Z) N p).

Proof. Both are seen by induction on ¢v. For Proposition [[.32], use the fact
n=7p/S]"t 2. O

Proposition 7.33 Let S € SSt, n € L(S) and Z be a 1-distinguished set such
that {0,Q} C Z, VU € Z N (StU{QN[Ut € Z]. Assumen € GZ, y(b) € Z and
MIH(b; Z) in Proposition [7.31] for a b > gi(n). Then the following holds.

1. go(n) € C'(2).
2. gi(n) € C(2).
3. gg(’l]) ECH(Z)

Proof. Proposition is seen from Proposition [Z.33l] by induction on 7.
Let n € 0.

Case 1. 1 = por n = ¥y (c) for a p < S and a ¢: Then po(p) < go(p) =
go(n) = gh(n) < b. We show ps(p) = go(p) € C1(Z). By ([ in Definition
we have po(p) € Hp(p), and ps(p) € Hp(p). On the other hand we have
p € GZ. We obtain ps(p) € CP(Z) by p € CP(Z), and ps(p) € Hp(CP(Z) N p)
by Proposition [7.32I2] Moreover we have C?(Z) N p C Z. Proposition [.3T] with
MIH(b; Z) yields ps(p) € Hp(CP(Z) N p) C CY(Z).

Case 2. Otherwise: Let p < S be such that n < 7 € {I[p} U {p!™ : m > 0}.
Let m € M, be such that n = m[p/S]. Then go(n) = go(m) and po(p) <
go(p) = go(n) <b.

On the other hand we have n € GZ. n € C"(Z) yields p € C"(Z)Nn C Z.
Hence p € Z. We obtain p € GZ. We see S € CP(Z) from p € C°(Z). Hence
{S,n} € C?(Z). Proposition [[32 yields 11 € CP(Z), and go(m) € C°(Z)
by m > p. m € M, C Hy(p) yields go(m) € Hyp(p). We obtain go(n) €
Hq(CP(Z) N p) by Proposition p € GZ yields CP(Z) N p C Z. Hence
Proposition [T.31] yields go(n1) € C1(Z).
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[7.338l By induction on ¢n. Let n € U.

Case 1. n = p < S: Then po(p) = po(n). Let f = m(p) and ¢ > b >
po(n). Then ga(p) = os(f) + 1 and SCi(f) C Hp(p) by M) in Definition
Moreover SCi(f) C C?(Z) by p € C(Z). Hence we obtain SCi(f) C
Hp(CP(Z) N p) by Proposition [T.322, where C°(Z) N p C Z. Proposition [[.31]
with MIH(¢; Z) yields SCi(f) c C(Z), and os(f) € C}(Z).

Case 2. Otherwise: Let p < S be such that n = n;[p/S]| with n; € M, N L(S;)
and go(m) = go(n), where 11 <™ (S1[p/S]) and M, C Hy(p) for po(p) < go(p) =
gy(n) < b. Then ¢n < €n. n € C(Z) with p < n yields n € C?(Z) and
peCNZ)NnC Z. WeseeS € CP(Z) from p € CP(Z). We obtain n; € CP(Z)
by Proposition and n € CP(Z), and m1 € Hp(CP(Z) N p) by Proposition
On the other hand we have C*(Z)Np C Z. By Proposition[[:3T]we obtain
m € CY(Z)NI C Z. Hence n; € GZ. Moreover we see gfj(11) < b = po(p) < gi(n)
from 11 € Hy(p). TH yields ga(n) = ga(m) € CH(Z). O

Lemma 7.34 Let S =TT € SSt with T € StU{Q}, T < n € L(S), and Z be
a 1-distinguished set such that {0,Q, T} C Z, VU € Z N (St U {Q})[UT € Z].
Assumen € GZ, b > gi(n), A =1(b) € Z, and MIH(b; Z) in Proposition [7.51}
Thenn € Z.

Proof. By Lemma[G.I3 we obtain SCi(ga(n)) C A = ¢1(b). An ordinal gh (n) =
oa(f)+1 < Tis obtained from ga2(n) = or(f)+ 1 in Definition by changing
the base I by A. Then for SCi(g2(v)) U SCr(ga(d)) C A, g2(d) < ga2(7) <
gx(8) < gh(v) by Proposition B3, and ga(y) € CH(Z) < gh(y) € Z by the
assumption A € Z.

On the other side, we see W (Z)NS = ZNS from T € Z and D;[Z]. Hence
G¥nsS=g?nsSfor Y =Wl(Z)nSs.

We see WolC(Z)] from C'(Z) N1 = ZNT as in Lemma We show
neZNS=W{(Z)NS by induction on g"(n) = (g1(n), g4 (n)) with respect to
the lexicographic order <;, on C'(Z) x Z.

Let v € R(n) be such that v € GZ. Then v € R(n) C L(S), T=~" =7~
and T < v <7 < S. By Lemmal6.I3 we obtain gi(v) < g5(n), g(v) <iz g(n) and
SCi(g2(v)) € A = ty(b). Proposition yields {g1(7),82(7), g1(n), g2(n)} C
CY(Z). We obtain g*(v) <i» g*(n). IH yields v € Z, and (@) is shown. Lemma
yields n € Z. O

1

Proposition 7.35 Let D1[Z] and p € L(S)NZ NV with an S € SSt. Then
{Ilp)y U {p™ : & >0} Cc G7.

Proof. Let a € {I[p]} U{p™ : k > 0}. We obtain o € C*(Z) by p € ZNa. We
show 8 € C*(Z)Na = « € Z by induction on ¢8. Let p # 8 € C*(Z) Na. If
B < p, then 8 € CP(Z) N p C Z by Propositions [[ 2] and T8 Let p < < .
By IH, Proposition [T and Definition [[]] we may assume that 3 = ! (c) with
o > a. Then 8 < p by Proposition 329 |

Corollary 7.36 For each ¢ € CY(W), the following holds:
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Let S = Tt € SSt with T € Stu{Q}, n € {I[p]} U {p™ : k > 0} with
p € L(S), and {T,p} C W. Assume ¢ > gi(n) and MIH((; W) in Proposition
[7-31 ThenneW.

Proof. By gi(n) < ¢ € C'(W) and Lemma we obtain ¢¥1({) € W. As in
the proof of Lemma we see that there exists a 1-distinguished set Z such
that {0,Q, T, p} C Z,VU € ZN (StU{Q}H[UT € Z], ¢¥1(¢) € Z, and MIH((; Z).
Then n € Z C W follows from Lemma [7.34] and Proposition [7.35 |

Definition 7.37 For irreducible functions f let
fedJ: e SCi(f) cw.
For a € OT(I) and irreducible functions f, define:

AGa f) & VYoeWnllgy(vi(a)) < (= vl(a) € W
SIH(¢,a) = VYbeC'(W)NnaVf € JA(CDb, f).
SSIH(C,a, f) &= VgeJlg <}, f= ACa,9).

Lemma 7.38 For each ¢ € CY(W), the following holds:

Assume a € C'W) N (¢ + 1), f € J, SIH(¢,a), SSIH(C, a, f) in Definition
[7.37. Moreover assume MIH((; W) in Proposition[7.31. Then for any S =TT €
SSt with T € W and any & € W N (L(S) U {S}) the following holds:

go(¥l(a)) < ¢ = l(a) e W,

Proof. Let oy =/ (a) € OT(I) with a € C'W)N(¢+1), K € WN((L(S)U{S})
and f € J such that S = TT with T € W, and gj(a1) < ¢. By Lemma [T.30 we
have ¥1(¢) € W. By Lemma [(.34] and the assumption MIH(¢; W) it suffices to
show ay € GW.

By Lemma [(.9 we have {x,a}USCi(f) C C** (W), and hence a1 € C** (W).
It suffices to show the following claim by induction on £f3;.

Vﬁl e€C™ (W) n Oél[ﬂl S W] (54)
Proof of (54). Assume 31 € C**(W) N ay and let
LIH :& Vy € C* W) Naq by < €1 = v € W).

We show 8; € W. We can assume S; ¢ {0,Q} by Proposition [[.221
Case 1. 31 & E(B1): Assume 31 ¢ W. Then By # I[p],p' for any p by
B € C**(W) N a; and Definition [Tl S(B1) € C**(W) Nay. LIH yields
S(B1) C W. Hence we conclude 81 € W from Proposition [[.TT}

In what follows consider the cases when 31 = ¢4 (b) for some 7,b, g. We can
assume 7 > a3 and {7, b} USCi(g) C C** (W). Then either 7 =1 or 81 € L(S)
for ay € L(S).

Case 2. 7 = [ and b < a: As in the proof of Lemma [T30 we see b € CH(W).
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We obtain 51 = ¢1(b) € W by b < a < ¢ and Lemma [(.30
Case 3. 7 <I,b < a, /1 < k and {m,b} U SCi(9) C Hy(a1): Then p €
L(S). Let B denote a set of subterms of 1 defined recursively as follows.
First {m, 0} USCi(g) C B. Let oy < 8 € B. If 8 =np Ym + -+ + Y0, then
{vi : i <m} C B. If B =np 76, then {y,6} C B. If = ¥"(c), then
{o,e} USCy(h) C B. If B € {I[r]} U{r™* : k > 0}, then 7 € B.

Then from {7, b} USCi(g) C C** (W) we see inductively that B C C**(W)N
Ha(ar). Hence by LIH we obtain B N a; C W. Moreover if a; < 9(c) € B,
then ¢ € K, ({m, b} USC1(g)) < a. We claim that

VB e B(B eC (W) (55)

Proof of (53) by induction on ¢3. Let 8 € B. We may assume that ay < 3 is
a strongly critical number such that 8 ¢ {Q,1} U SSt by induction hypothesis
on the lengths. First consider the case when a; < 3 = ¥"(c). By induction
hypothesis we have {o,c} USCy(h) C C}(W). On the other hand we have ¢ < a
and g§(8) < gi(aq) by Proposition [6.14l STH((,a) yields § € W.

Second let oy < B8 € {I[7]} U {r* : k > 0} for a 7 € L(S). By IH we
obtain 7 € W. We claim that gj(7) < g§(a1) < ¢. If 7 < aq, then we obtain
g5(1) = gi(a1). Otherwise a; < 7 =9 (c) € B C H,(aq) for some o, h,c. We
obtain gi(7) < gi(a1) by Proposition 614l On the other hand we have T € W
by one of the assumptions. Corollary [7.30] yields 5 € W.

Thus (B5) is shown. m|

In particular we obtain {m,b} U SCi(g) C C'(W). Moreover we have b < a
and gf(81) < g(a1) by Proposition 6101

Therefore once again SIH((, a) yields 81 € W.

Case 4. b=ua, 7=k <1, V5 € SC1(g)(Ka,(0) < a) and g <), f: Obvi-
ously g5(81) = gi(aq). As in (BE) we see that SCi(g) C W from SIH(C,a).
SSIH(¢, a, f) yields 81 € W.
Case 5. a < b < Kg, (§) for some 6 € SCi(f) U {k,a}: It suffices to find a
~ such that 8; < v € WnNay. Then 31 € W follows from 8, € C* (W) and
Propositions and [Z.10l

kx (o) denotes the set in Definition In general we see that a € Kx(«)
iff ¥!(a) € kx (a) for some o, h, and for each ¢! (a) € kx (142 (ag)) there exists
a sequence {a;}i<m of subterms of ag = 122 (ag) such that oy, = ¥ (a), a; =
1/12;’(%) for some o;,a;, h;, and for each i < m, X & a;41 € £(C;) for C; =
{Ui7 CLl'} @] SCH(hZ)

Let § € SCi(f) U{k,a} such that b < ~ for a v € Kg, (6). Pick an ap =
Y2 (ag) € £(6) such that v € K, (a2), and an ap, = Y (an,) € kg, (a2) for
some o, hy, and a,,, > b > a. We have as € W by 6 € W. If as < ap, then
b1 < as € WnNag, and we are done. Assume «as > o, i.e., as € a1. Then
as € Ko, (a2) < a <b,and m > 2.

Let {«;}2<i<m be the sequence of subterms of ag such that a; = 1/1(’; (a;)
for some o, a;, h;, and for each i < m, 81 < a1 € E(C;) for C; = {o,a;} U
SCr(h;).
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Let {n;}o<j<k (0 < k < m —2) be the increasing sequence ng < ny < --- <
ni < m defined recursively by ng = 2, and assuming n; has been defined so that
nj < m and o, > a1, njyq is defined by nj 1 = min({i : n; <i<m:ao <
an, } U{m}). If either n; = m or ay; < a1, then k = j and n;; is undefined.
Then we claim that

Vi < k(an, eW)&ay, <o (56)

Proof of (B6). By induction on j < k we show first that Vj < k(an; € W).
We have oy, = az € W. Assume a,; € W and j < k. Then n; < m, ie,
Qn,y, < Op;, and by a,, € C* (W), we have C,, C C*" (W), and hence
an, 41 € E(Cp,) C C*(W). We see inductively that o; € C*"i (W) for any i
with n; < i < njy1. Therefore a,,,, € C*" (W) Na,, C W by Propositions
and [Z100

Next we show that o, < a;. We can assume that ny = m. This means that
Vi(ng—1 <i<m= a; > an,_,). Wehave ag = iy > iy > -+ > O, > O,
and Vi < m(oy > a1). Therefore ap, € ka,(2) C ko, ({K,a} U SCi(R)), ie.,
am € Ko, ({r,a} U SCy(h)) for a, = ¢ (am). On the other hand we have
Ko, ({k,a} USCy(h)) < a for a; = ! (a). Thus a < a,, < a, a contradiction.

(E8) is shown, and we obtain 51 < ap, € WNag.

This completes a proof of (B4) and of the lemma. O

Corollary 7.39 For each ¢ € C'(W), MIH((; W) holds.

Proof. For each n < w, we have TI[C}(W) N w,(I + 1)] by Lemma
We show MIH(¢; W) by induction on ¢ € CY(W). Assume V¢ € C'(W) N
¢ MIH(E W).

Let S = TT with T € W, and v = v¥{(a) € L(S) be such that k(y) =
{k,a} USCi(f) C CY(W) and ¢ = h(y) = {a,gi(7)} € C'(W) N ¢. We obtain
MIH(&; W) by IH.

Then we obtain v € W by Lemma and MIH(&; W) with subsidiary
induction on a € C'(W) N (£ + 1) and sub-subsidiary induction on f € J. Then
Corollary [736) yields {I[y]} U {y™* : k> 0} c W.

Here by induction on f € J we mean by induction along g <P, f. In
the proof of Lemma [7.38 SSTH((, a, f) is invoked in Case 4, i.e., only when
YI(a) < f(a) with & < I. Then Lemma [6.3] yields o1(g) < or(f) € C'(W) for
SCi(f) € C'(W) N A, where A = ty(b) and b = gi (] (a)) > po(¥f(a)). Hence
oa(g) <oa(f) eWby AeW. O

Lemma 7.40 For each n < w, the following holds:
If one of the followings holds, then a € W for o € OT(I).

1. a =St withS e WnN (StU{Q}).
2. a=y(a) with a € C'(W) Nw,(I+1).

3. a=1l(a) € L(S) for S =TT with T € W and k(a)Uh(a) = {k,a, gi(a)}U
SC1(f) € C'OW) Nwn (T+1).
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4. a=1[p] <I for S =T with T €W, pe WNL(S) and gi(p) < wn(I+1).
5. a=pl forS=TT with TeW, p e WNL(S) and gi(p) < wn(l+1).

Proof. is seen from Lemma [7.2]]

follows from Lemma

follows from Corollary

[T 4004 and follow from Corollaries and O

Let us conclude Theorem For each a € OT(I), a € C'(W) is seen by
metainduction on the lengths fa using Propositions[7.11] and Lemma [.401
Note that £(gj(vf(a))) < £(f(a)) and £(T) < £(p) for p € L(S) and S = TT.
Therefore we obtain X3-DC+BIFa € C'(W)NQ=WNQ=W({C'W))NQ =
W(OT (1)) N, and Z1-DC+BI + Wola] for each a < g (er11).
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